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Lid off the City 


A veritable can of worms was opened up in 
the. course of investigations by Scotland 
Yard’s Fraud Squad into the Guinness shares 
scandal, involving as this did several new 
arrests and announcements of further ones 
pending. 

As most readers will know, the investigat- 
ions concern alleged financial ‘inducements’ 
paid to various businessmen to purchase 
shares in Guinness in order to boost the 
company’s share price at a time when it was 
bidding for a take-over of the Distillers’ 
company. By this method, Guinness’s share 
quote was in fact increased from 28 1p to 353p 
and this was decisive in giving it victory in the 
take-over against the rival Argyll group. 

The investigations also involve charges of 
outright theft. 

In the whole affair, the identities of the 


leading personages alleged to be involved are 


something of a revelation. First and foremost, 
there is Ernest Saunders (born Ernst Schleyer) 
of a family of Jewish refugees from Austria 
who came to Britain just before the last war. 
‘Saunders’ is accused, along with Mr. Gerald 
Ronson, stated to be a pillar of the Jewish 
community, of theft of funds from the 
Guinness company, as well as complicity in 
illegal share dealings. Others involved are 
Ronson’s. stockbroker Tony Parnes, now in 
jail in America awaiting extradition to the 
UK, Jack Lyons, accused of stealing sums of 
£254,000 and £3 million which Guinness 


advertised. 
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paid into a Viennese ‘bank and a Swiss 


company, Roger Seelig, who masterminded 
the take-over of Distillers and is also charged 
with theft of Guinness’s money to the tune of 
nearly £3 million, disgraced banker Dennis 
Levine and Wall Street ‘‘mover and shaker”” 
Ivan Boesky. Investigations are also being 
made into the role played by Ephraim 
‘Margulies, chairman of a commodity 
company which received fees from Guinness 
and in return bought Guinness shares. _ 

In a moment of courage and honesty rare 
among Fleet Street journalists, Graham 
Patterson, writing in The Sunday Telegraph 
(October 18th), said that he did not know if all 
these people were practising members of the 
Jewish faith, but... 


‘* _.I do know that conversations in every City 
wine bar, in every Pall Mall club, and in every 
Jewish gathering last week, dwelt on their 
religious affinity. Yet this has gone entirely 
unremarked by the national press, television and 
radio, depsite otherwise copious coverage of the 
case. 

‘*T have no doubt that if all of the accused were 
Welsh we would have, in this paper, as well as in 
our rivals’, detailed accounts of the workings of 
the notorious Cardiff-based Taffia. Were they 
Ulstermen we would have few qualms about 
pointing out the remarkable brotherhood that 
exists between members of the Protestant ascend- 
ancy in Ireland. Were they a clique of old 
Etonians the left would have no reservation about 
talking about the old boy network.”’ 


Having made this very precise observation, 
Mr. Patterson went on to make a further one 
of great interest, when he said:- 


‘‘The laws of contempt of court being what they 
are, we will now have to wait until after their 
trials before we can seriously discuss the 
powerful instincts that drive our great entrepren- 
eurs. But it is a case of public record that there 
was a racial element in the takeover battle for 
Distillers. This greatest of all Scottish companies 
— owner of the such quintessentially Scottish 
brands as Johnny Walker, White Horse and Haig 
whiskies — was fought over on a racial basis.’’ 


With the greatest of respect to Mr. 
Patterson, one feels that much more than just 
the laws of contempt of court to which he 
refers will have to be overcome before a full 
and frank public discussion of such matters 
ever reaches the columns of the national 
press. At least, however, we should be 
grateful to him for putting into print 


- which‘should normally not be longer than 1,250 words and typed in double-spacing. No payment is 
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Spearhead. i | f ; 
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something which cannot possibly help his 
journalistic career, knowing as we do the 
powers that customarily dictate what may or 
may not be written by such papers as his. 
Quite aside from the racial angle, there is 
something else that we should glean from this 
affair. Apologists for the institutions of the 
Stock Exchange and the public company are 
always telling us that regularly published 


RONSON 
““Pillar of the Jewish Community’’ 


share prices are a valuable, not to say essen- 
tial, barometer as to the financial soundness 
and investment-worthiness of the firms 
quoted. The manner in which Guinness 
shares were, quite artificially, boosted by this 
organised buying makes a total mockery of 
that idea. In fact the very same artificial 
boosting and depressing of share prices by 
buying and selling is going on in the City all 
the time, the only factor making for illegality 
in this case being the quid-pro-quo induce- 
ments given to the persons and companies 
concerned to buy Guinness shares — as well, 
of course, as the cases of theft mentioned. 

We should learn something from this case 
of the utter uselessness of the. whole City set- 
up as it now is to the British economy. In the 
case of the alleged villains of this piece, they 
are in the trouble they are in essentially 
because they broke the eleventh command- 
ment — they got caught! It is that that 
separates them from hundreds, perhaps 
thousands, of others engaged in the same 
game. 


Wooing the Yuppies 


The Labour Party, if we are to believe 
recent reports, is being asked by some of its 
political strategists to abandon the idea that it 
is a party whose appeal is essentially to the 
poor and the deprived and to compete with its 
rivals for the support of ‘Yuppies’ and other 
sections of the comfortably off. 

Here of course a truth is being recognised 
that should have been recognised a long time 
ago: that the so-called ‘working class’ in 
Britain (whatever that might mean) is a 
declining quantity and that portion of it that is 
hard up and discontented by its material lot is 
in even sharper decline. Some of those who 
call themselves ‘nationalists’ have not yet 
woken up to this fact, and still prate on about 
their movement being a ‘working class’ one, 
as if the rest of the population of Britain did 
not exist. Certainly, the blight of unemploy- 
ment has hit many families in Britain’s tradit- 
ional industrial areas, and effective remedies 
to this must be pursued, but to suppose that a 


political party — whether of the radical left or 
radical right — can come to power on the 
basis of massed poverty is one that belongs to 
cloud-cuckooland. 

Naturally, all discussion within the Labour 
ranks as to how to win the Yuppie vote 
revolves around the question of what kind of 
appeal can be made to the instincts of self- 
interest possessed by that element among the 
national community, and this highlights the 
whole 
politics. 

Those politics are simply a market place in 
which various bidders are shouting at the 
passers-by with a view to selling them a 
product that best serves their own material 
and financial advantage. There is little, if 
any, appeal to a sense of idealism, patriotism 
or community-above-self. h 

Politics in Britain will only change 
meaningfully when people are drawn to 
support a movement whose appeal transcends 
such selfish and materialistic interests, which 
offers to people a great vision of a great nation 
to which it is an honour to belong. The Tories, 
better than the other parties, realise 
something of this truth, but the vision they 
offer is essentially a bogus one which 
conceals policies that, underneath the surface 
of things, are aimed at national destruction 
rather than national resurgence. Even here, 
however, the dominating theme is an appeal 
to self-interest and material greed. It is a 
depressing commentary on the system of 
party democracy that, to survive in that rat- 
fight, every one of the contenders must 
debase politics to this level. 


The refugees question: where 
we’ve got it all wrong 


An appeal court last month found against 
the government in its attempt to prevent the 
entry of Tamils from Sri Lanka into this 
country, and now the government is going to 
be forced to take its case to the House of 
Lords. 

Of course the whole of the government’s 
posture on the Tamil question is pure sham. A 
great deal of fuss is being made over the 
question of whether a comparatively small 
number of foreigners will be allowed into the 
United Kingdom — no doubt to persuade the 
electorate that the Tories are getting ‘tough’ 
Over immigration — while vastly greater 
numbers of unassimilable people are pouring 
in daily at the airports and the seaports and, 
not least, the hospital. maternity wards. 
However, the Tamil affair does draw atten- 
tion to an important issue. 

The legal dispute rests on whether or not 
these people have a genuine claim to be 
refugees in the sense of facing victimisation 
and ill-treatment in their home country. In 
other words, what will happen to the Tamils if 
they are returned home? 

We believe that this whole criterion is 
faulty at root. 


What should determine the decision as to 
whether we admit this or that group, or this or — 


that individual, to Britain is entirely the 
question of what is in Britain’s interest. The 
criterion should be the quality and value of the 
persons concerned and the question of 
whether they are of a racial type that can 
easily be assimilated into the British popul- 
ation, whether they can integrate into our 
nation or not and become useful British 
citizens. 


spirit. of old-gang Westminster». 


For a long time, we have neglected to apply 
this commonsense rule in the question of what 
people are admitted and not admitted. Instead 
we have applied an essentially sob-sister, 
emotional criterion which may give certain 
people amongst us a great glow of moral self- 
satisfaction but does not serve the purpose of 
populating Britain with the kind of people 
able to ensure her a worthy future. 

Whether these Tamils have been genuinely 
obliged to leave Sri Lanka or not is a matter of 
dispute. We are inclined to think that in most 
cases they have not, but that is neither here 
nor there. 


What is of first importance is that Tamils, + 


whatever their qualities as a people, do not 
belong to the North European family of ethnic 
groups which can be satisfactorily integrated 
into our nation. Their presence amongst us 
will only intensify the racial contradictions 
and tensions already rife in our society. They 
should therefore not be allowed in. It is as 
simple as that. 

To those bleeding hearts who would protest 
that this is a callous and inhumane policy, let 
us say first of all that national survival and 
the national interest must always be the 
highest law by which a nation decides such 
matters, with ‘humanitarian’ considerations 
coming second. We might also say, however, 
that there is any number of other countries in 
the world to which these Tamils can go and 
where they can be settled more harmoniously 
and with less disruption of national stability 
than in the case of Britain. The United 
Nations Assembly is full of people who 
preach loudly in favour of multi-racialism, its 
virtues and benefits. Let them put their 
actions where their mouths are and take the 
Tamils in! 


Those who may march — and 
those who may not 


On Saturday, October 3rd, 500 assorted 
left-wingers, a large portion of them black, 
were permitted to march through the centre of 
London, down Whitehall and past Downing 
Street. Among them were people in open 
sympathy with the Tottenham rioters of two 
years ago, and the march was in fact 
organised to celebrate the second anniversary 
of the Broadwater Farm holocaust. As they 
filed past Downing Street, they shouted in the 
direction of No. 10 **Burn it down!’ 

Present also were IRA sympathisers 
carrying an Irish tricolour, who shouted 
“IRA” as they passed the Cenotaph. 

At the end of the 13-mile procession from 
Tottenham to Hyde Park, Kuomba Balogun 
told the crowd at a meeting: ** Armed struggle 
is the only way!”” 

The likely .mood of the march was 
indicated some hours earlier when one of its 
leaders, West Indian Stafford Scott, had 
declared in a Radio 4 interview that the 
Tottenham riot had been ‘‘an uprising.”” 

Interestingly enough, among the papers the 
next morning only The Sunday Express gave 
any prominence to the march, with The 
Obserder printing a smaller report and the rest 
nothing or virtually nothing. The march of 
course did not commend itself to media 
attention as it did not show Blacks in suffic- 
iently endearing light. 

Despite the advance notice of the nature of 
this march, it did not occur to anyone to 
protest that it might be designated as threaten- 
ing any ‘breach of the peace’. There were no 


THE TOTTENHAM RIOT 
Black leader called it ‘‘an uprising”” 


moves to ban it under the Public Order Act. 

In the meantime the British National Party 
had put in an application to the West 
Yorkshire police to stage a march through 
Wakefeld in support of the white parents who 
had withdrawn their children from a local 
school in which 500 of the 590 pupils were 
Asian. The BNP had also applied to Wake- 
field Borough council for hire of a local 
municipally-owned hall for a public meeting 
at the end of the march. 

Immediately the intentions of the BNP 
were known, local Asians made representat- 
ions to the police and council demanding that 
the march and meeting be banned and threat- 
ening an outbreak of violent disorder if they 
were allowed to go ahead. 

Very obediently, the police and council 
stopped both events, the police requesting the 
Home Secretary to place a ban on the march, 
which was immediately done, and the council 
refusing the party the hire of a hall. 

Determined not to be stopped from making 
its presence felt in Wakefield, the BNP then 
decided to print a special leaflet on the issue, 
mentioning the ban on its march and meeting, 
and distribute the leaflet and party newspaper 
in Wakefield on the day that had been chosen, 
October 17th. 

As soon as the BNP contingent arrived in 
Wakefield for this purpose, it encountered a 
massive police presence barring its way. The 
senior police officer told the senior BNP 
officer that he and his colleagues would 
immediately be arrested if they did not 
disperse and leave town. 

Subsequent enquiries by BNP members 
established that there was not present in the 
town any body of opposition that represented 
any serious threat to public order in the sense 
of attacking the BNP activists. The ban on the 
activity on the grounds of public order there- 
fore had no justification whatever. 

This is the law as it operates in Britain 
today. If you are black, stand on the political 
left and are sympathetic to the terrorists of the 
IRA, you are allowed to march and hold a 
meeting. If you are white, patriotic and 
determined to demonstrate on behalf of the 
indigenous people of this country, you are 
banned from marching, holding meetings and 


- even distributing leaflets and newspapers. 


And this is a Britain ruled by a Tory 
government — pledged to oppose those who 
threaten law and order and to uphold our 
traditional freedoms! 
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THE REVOLUTION THAT ISN'T 


JOHN TYNDALL looks behind the media myth surrounding 


Mrs. Thatcher 


I AM SOMETIMES ASKED by frustrated’ 


patriots: “How do we get the people of 
Britain to embrace our ideas?” My reply 
nowadays is: “The people embrace most of 
our ideas already; they simply need to be 
persuaded that we, and we alone, will ever 
translate them into reality.’’ 
- | was reminded of this when reading the 
newspaper reports of Mrs. Thatcher’s closing 
speech at the annual Tory conference last 
month, in particular that which appeared on 
the front page of The Daily Mail. Under a 
headline **Who can stop Britain now?”” the 
report opened up thus:- 

‘*In a visionary speech of passion and commit- 

ment, Margaret Thatcher yesterday dedicated 

herself and her government to continuing the 


radical revolution which has rebuilt the power 
and prestige of Britain in the eyes of the world. ”” 


The report continued, quoting the Prime 
Minister:- 
**Eight years of struggle and sacrifice, she said, 


had led to a new Britain which was strong, 
independent and admired...”” 7 


BOOSTING THATCHER 


Before we let forth a bitter laugh at such 
twaddle, we would be well advised to ponder 
on the question of why The Daily Mail saw fit 
to regale its readers with such words. The 
Mail is a Thatcher paper par excellence. Its 
owners know that Maggie is a very loyal 
servant of the interests they represent. It is 
their business to give her the best press 
possible. For the longer she remains at the 
head of British politics the better for them. 
But what is significant is that The Mail saw 
these words as the ones which would best 
enhance Mrs. Thatcher’s public standing. 

The words are of the kind which appeal to 
the best patriotic instincts, as well as the 
highest impulses towards reform. Such 
phrases as “'radical revolution’ allied to 
““power and prestige of Britain’ and to 
““strong and independent’’ could be phrases 
taken directly from the rhetoric of national- 
ism. They indicate that The Daily Mail 
believes this to be the kind of language the 
British people want to hear — and that, if 
true, is to be welcomed. Likewise, the fact 
that the word ‘‘revolution’’ can be used when 
- speaking to people who stand broadly on the 
political right is a sign of our times that should 
give cause for encouragement. Politicians 
and journalists, whose business it is, after all, 
to have their ears to the popular pulse, 
evidently detect stirrings in this country 
towards both radicalism and nationalism. 
Rather than fight against those stirrings, they 
must, in their own interests, ride with them 
and direct them to their own purpose. 
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POLITICAL THREE-CARD TRICK 
Mrs. Thatcher enjoys her ovation at Black- 
pool, as her Tory audience cheers her for 

-~ pulling off the con of the century 


Quite cynically, these politicians and 
journalists are appealing to a public mood of 
healthy unrest and revolt in order to enlist the 
support of millions for policies that amount to 
the virtual opposite of what those millions 
actually believe to be right. For what is being 
carried out today by Mrs. Thatcher’s govern- 
ment is not the regeneration of Britain but the 
destruction of Britain, not a radical revolution 


but, on the contrary, a consolidation of all the 


privileges and prerogatives of an entrenched 
establishment. Real revolutions in politics 
occur when there is a fundamental shift of 
power from one ruling group to another 
group. No such shift of power is remotely 
discernible in the politics of Mrs. Thatcher; 
all that is happening is that the same forces 


retain power but are, for tactical reasons, 


fostering the illusion that the nation is 
embarked on a great change of course. “La 
plus ca change...” as the French say. 


THE EDUCATION ‘SHAKE-UP’ 


Let us take as one example the much 


trumpeted ‘revolution’ in education. In truth 


there is no revolution at all, just a few 
cosmetic changes that only touch the surface 


of the problem. 
To begin with, the government says that it 
is appalled at the rot that has occurred in our 


schools. Well, this very government has been 
in office now for more than 8 years, during 
which time that rot has continued at growing 
speed. What has the government done during 
that time to stop it? Until the last few months, 
nothing except make speeches. And now that 
it is taking action let us examine ici 
what the action is. 

Boiled down to basics, the government is 
proposing moves to give parents greater 
freedom of choice in the matter of what 
schools they will pick for their children, and 
to give parents and school governors the right 
to take their children’s schools outside local 
authority control.. 

Just supposing that all the parents who are 
dissatisfied with the present schooling of their 
children do seek to move those children to 
alternative schools, there is a strict limit to the 
number of schools that will be available. 
Some children — in fact a great many — will 
have to stay at the present second-rate schools 
or else get no education at all. The idea that 
“free market’ principles can prevail in educat- 
ion, and that with liberty of choice on the part 
of the consumer, the good will drive out the 
bad, is pure fantasy. It just will not work. 

And as for taking schools out of local 
authority control, this may curb some of the 
more extreme abuses of the power of local 
authorities over education but it will leave 
many schools still under the power of those 
authorities and, furthermore, it will not 
conjure out of empty air the kind of teachers 
needed to raise schools to the required stand- 
ards. There are only so many teachers to go 
round, and there simply are not enough good 
teachers currently being produced by the 
system. 


LIBERALISM 


Nothing can be done to stop the rot in 
education until that rot is tackled at its source. 
At the source of things is the fact that our 
entire educational establishment is — and has 
been for at least the past three generations — 
dominated by ‘liberal’ values. Once the basic 
presumptions of liberalism are accepted — 
internationalism, multi-racialism, pacifism, 
environmentalism, sociology, permissive- 
ness and the rest — all roads lead to the left, 
and today’s legions of far-left ‘educators’ 
who proliferate like a plague of rats in our 
academic institutions are only the natural and 
inevitable product of this liberal intellectual 
hegemony. 

To purge British education of this 
dominant consensus, the government would 
need to carry out reforms of such a radical 


Contd. on next page 


nature that the prospect would frighten every 
minister out of his or her wits. It would 
involve treading on toes that command 
awesome power. It would involve taking 
measures that, in the vocabulary of today, 
would be designated as ‘totalitarian’ 
though of course those who trade most 
regularly in that word are themselves the most 
zealous practitioners of everything it repres- 
ents. 

And, as I implied in an article last month 
dealing with the degeneration of the national 
character that produces football hooligans 
and other species of British yobbo, no attempt 
to clean up the mess in our schools has a hope 
unless it is accompanied by a parallel clean- 
up of the mass media, which have at least as 
great an influence on our young as any they 
may encounter in the classroom. Again, the 
measures necessary to accomplish this are 
measures which no Tory would even begin to 
contemplate. 

Tories from the shires who come to party 
conferences to huff and puff about the lack of 
discpline in our society seem not to 
understand that the whole concept of discip- 
line is incompatible with the ethos of liberal- 
democracy. 


UNTEACHABLE 


Quite apart from the malignant influence 


- on education of ‘liberally-minded’ and leftist | 


academics, we face the additional problem 
that a large portion of the pupils in our schools 
nowadays are simply unteachable in terms of 
the mental attributes needed to acquire the 
skills and learning necessary to play a useful 
part in British society. The problem is 
compounded by the fact that, under present 
conditions, frank discussion of it and its 
causes and remedies has now become taboo 
— taboo because in the liberal rulebook such 
discussion is ‘offensive’ to the people thus 
afflicted, and taboo also because it might 
violate laws that.have, in recent years, been 
discussed to suppress it. 

Even in talking about the subject here, I am 
obliged to resort to all manner of verbal 
contortions and departures from explicitness 
that are alien to my nature, purely in order that 
I may survive in freedom to continue publish- 
ing this magazine. What I may safely say here 
is that it is a measure of the total insincerety of 
the government’s stated intention to restore 
British education to the required standards 
that that government has no policy whatever 
for dealing in any effective: way with this 
phenomenon of children in our schools who 
simply cannot be taught the knowledge and 
culture that have formed the core of learning 
in Great Britain for centuries. This fact is no 
fault of the children themselves, and they 
should not be blamed for it; the fault lies with 
those who have placed them in our schools 
and condemned them thus to the misery and 
frustration of not being able to adapt and 
compete. 

When we bear in mind the sweeping under 
the carpet of this problem, as well as the other 
problems that I have mentioned, we may see 


that all the brave schemes promised by the 
government to reform education in this 
country amount to nothing more than the 
theatrical waving of an outsize tickling stick. 


NO ECONOMIC MIRACLE 

The very same conjuring trick is employed 
by the government in its efforts to delude the 
public that a ‘revolution’ is being carried out 
in the economy, and that, as a consequence of 


«his, the economy is already well on the way 


to revival. In fact, nothing of the sort is 
happening. On the contrary, the basic ortho- 


doxy that has reigned within the British 


economic system over the past century or so 
of industrial decline still reigns today. 
Internationalism remains the ruling doctrine. 
The City of London remains essentially an 
international institution, geared to serve 
cosmopolitan finance rather than British 
industry. Power over money creation and 
credit remains in the hands of the private 
banking sector, not the nation. Interest-rates 
are governed by the day-to-day fluctuations 
of the international money market rather than 
by British economic needs. 

If the present government has brought 
about any changes at all, these have been to 
make the British economy even more a slave 
of these international forces than previously. 
While in the past imports prevented British 
industry achieving anything like its full 
potential, under Mrs. Thatcher these have 
increased to a flood which has effectively 
destroyed huge slices of our native productive 
capacity. 

As all this has been happening, the govern- 
ment has, with a nerve that leaves one almost 
spellbound, calmly been informing us that the 
economy is On the up-and-up! How has this 
deception been maintained? 

It has been maintained largely by means of 
the time-honoured art of playing with figures. 
One such instance is the government claim 
that Britain now has the highest economic 
growth-rate in Western Europe. This 
‘triumph’ is achieved simply by measuring in 
percentage terms the monthly increase in the 
GNP relative to what it was at the beginning 
of each month. In reality this means very 
little. If you starve a man to the point at which 
he is practically at death’s door, then you start 
to feed him again on a ration of bread and 
water, you are no doubt able to claim, with 
every day that passes, a greater relative 


improvement in his state of health than in that . 


of an olympic athlete in tip-top condition. The 
fact is that the productive capacity of British 
industry has sunk so low that it could hardly 
sink any lower. Even the smallest rise in that 
capacity will show a greater percentage 
increase than the rise in capacity of a foreign 
industry operating much closer to its highest 
limit. 

The brutal fact is that, after 8 years of 
Thatcher government, the output per capita in 


Britain is still little more than two-thirds that 


of France and less than half that of West 
Germany. At the same time unemployment in 
Britain has risen fast for almost the whole of 


that period, only to enjoy a very slight reduct- - 


ion in the past few months. Today it still 
stands at only fractionally below 3 million. 
Yet in much less than this time, in the years 
between 1933 and 1938, and by means of 
policies of economic nationalism, Hitler 
reduced an employment figure in Germany 
from 6 million to practically zero, as well as 
taking his country’s production rate far ahead 
of every nation in the world except the USA. 

Part of the Thatcher government conjuring 
act has been to point to spécific sectors of the 
British economy, and in some cases specific 


- companies, that lately have been doing very 


well — or at least better than some years ago 
— and then to claim this improvement as a 
token of the government's ‘achievement’. A 
case in point is British Steel, which has now 
become viable whereas earlier in this decade 
it was not. But how has the viability of British 
Steel been accomplished? It has been acomp- 
lished simply by throwing many thousands of 
steel workers out of their jobs and leaving the 
few remaining to cater for the greatly reduced 
share of the world's market for steel that 


Britain now enjoys. Those thousands who 
have been made redundant all have to be paid 


dole money, and many of them social security 
on top of that. If the cost of all this assistance 
is added to the running costs of the industry 
from which they have been dismissed, that 
industry would still be deep in the red. The 
same is true of one industry after another up 
and down the country: shipbuilding, motor 
cars and motor cycles, railway engineering, 
plane-making, electrical goods, machine 
tools, textiles, coal; the list is endless. 
Mutilate those industries to the point at which 
they are a fraction of their former size, with 
most of their one-time workers consigned to 
the dole, then of course you can claim that 
they are producing more per-worker and are 
therefore more profitable than originally. 
You just conveniently ignore mention of the 
hidden bill, which is the astronomical sum of 
money you have to pay to keep 3 million in 
idleness. Hey prestó — an economic disaster 
is turned into an economic triumph! 


THE PHONEY WAR 
AGAINST CRIME 


In Mrs. Thatcher’s Blackpool speech she 
said that the government’s greatest concern 
was to reverse the tide of crime. ‘‘The 
government,’’ she cried, ‘‘is playing its full 
part in the fight against crime. We have 
strengthened the police. We have introduced 
tougher sentences. ”’ 

Well, if the government has really been 
fighting against crime, it has been doing so 
with spectacular lack of success, all crime 
having risen by over 60 per-cent since 1979. 
From the very beginning, as with so much 
else, the government war against crime has 
consisted of speeches and postures and very 
little in the way of action. 

The very phrase ‘strengthened the police”” 
is in fact a downright lie, for, if anything, the 
police have actually been weakened. One 
weakening factor has been the extension of 
the police complaints procedure, which has 
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THE REVOLUTION THAT ISN’T 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


obliged police officers to devote many more 
working hours to the investigation of 
complaints, many of them quite trivial, that 
would otherwise have been occupied in 
investigating crime itself. Equally, many 
hours of police time have been taken up by 
officers attending courses in ‘race awareness’ 
and ‘community relations’ that otherwise 


would have been available for hunting and, 


catching criminals. | 

In areas of high ethnic minority concen- 
tration, the police have actually been given 
orders to recognise certain districts as outside 
the normal compass of law-enforcement. 
Time and time again, officers have been 
ordered not to stop and search or question, 
arrest or continue pursuit in situations where 
doing so might lead to a riot. Is this just my 
surmise? No, listen to the voice of a man who 
should know, if anyone does: former Metro- 
politan Chief Commissioner Sir Kenneth 
Newman, who has written in The Sunday 
Express:- 

‘*Even at the end of the Second World War we 
were a relatively homogeneous society. By 
historical standards quite suddenly, we have 
become a multi-ethnic, multi-cultural country. ~ 
“What this means is that law-enforcement and 
peace-keeping cannot always be regarded as 
synonymous or complimentary. There are times 
and places where the two aims conflict and a 
choice has to be made...”’ 

This, in any honest man’s language, 
amounts to an abdication from law-enforce- 
ment, whatever sweet-sounding name police 
chiefs or their political bosses may prefer to 
give to it. It means that if the police, in a 
situation where they should stop, question, 
search, pursue or make an arrest, are 
confronted with a nasty mob which may riot, 
they should withdraw from the scene and do 
nothing. And this is the national climate in 
which Mrs. Thatcher tries to tell us that the 
police have been strengthened! 

The latest soporific thrown out by Home 
Secretary Hird at this year’s conference is the 
proposition that young thugs will not any 
longer be permitted to carry knives of a kind 
that could be used to cause personal injury. 
Such a suggestion would be comic if the 
implications were not so serious. Just how are 
the police going to find out whether young- 
sters are carrying lethal knives or not? Surely, 
only be stopping and searching them. Set 
against the background of police policy as 
acknowledged by ex-Commissioner 
Newman, this means stopping white knife- 
carriers but very often not stopping black 
ones. Such is the *“fight against crime”” of 
which the Prime Minister speaks. 

The same conference, as is customary, 
witnessed many demands from the floor for 
the return of capital punishment. But, as is 
equally customary, nothing will be done to 
satisfy such demands. If there is another vote 
in parliament on the matter — which there 
may be just to keep the Tory rank-and-file 
happy — it is certain, as with all previous 
votes, to go against restoration. And with the 
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A 


BRIXTON 1985 


The government is terrified of this happening again, and that is why it has given orders to 
the police to back off in the face of crime in the ‘ethnic minority’ areas 


Tories still commanding a thumping majority 
in the House, this means that a very large 
portion of them will have voted against the 
death penalty, as before. The Home Secretary 
will, on his own admission, be one of these. 
And he is Mrs. Thatcher’s appointment. The 
very fact that she has placed this depressingly 
soggy specimen in charge of the nation’s law 
and order speaks volumes for her true intent- 
ions (or lack of them) in this department. So 
where is the radical revolution? Answer: there 
is no radical revolution. As usual, wetness 
rules OK! 


THE ETHNIC FACTOR 


Mention of ethnic minorities reminds us 
that the question of crime cannot seriously be 
examined without the ethnic minority factor 
being taken into account — as any policeman 
with experience in an immigrant-intense area 
will be able to testify. But that is about as far 
as we are permitted to go. Dare anyone 
suggest that the war against crime cannot 
effectively be fought while we ignore the 
racial realities that prevail in contemporary 
Britain and that person is already edging close 
to the borderline of ‘crime’ himself. Should 
he become any more specific, he will be in 
danger of stepping over it — as I know to my 
cost, having sacrificed four months of my 
freedom only last year for saying forbidden 
things on such matters. We thus have, with 
the approval of the present government, a 
situation in which certain laws make it 
impossible for there to be any frank and open 
public discussion of why there is such an 
alarming rise in the breaking of certain other 
laws. Yet no-one can tell me that members of 
the present government are not aware of the 
true facts of the matter. They are better aware 


than most. Yet they are firmly set against any 
action of the kind that would be needed to 
bring about an improvement of the situation. 

Refusal of the government to recognise this 
factor in crime, and to take it into acount in its 
law-and-order policies (such as they are), 
means simply that that government is not 
seriously dedicated to tackling crime in this 
country, whatever its protestations that it is. 
Again, there is no revolution; there is just the 
same old muddling along. Rather than get 
properly to grips with lawbreaking and law- 
breakers, Mrs. Thatcher and Co. content 
themselves with throwing mere crumbs of 
comfort to the British public, which, when 
examined realistically, consist of just words, 
words and yet more words. 


THE INNER CITIES 


Nor can the question of the decay of the 
inner cities be looked at seriously without 
retracing our steps over the same ground. 
Mrs. Thatcher is currently making a lot of 
noise about the inner cities — she has to, 
because there are many votes to be won in 
those places. The issue, needless to say, 
featured in her conference speech, when she 
said that: **...the philosophy of enterprise and 
opportunity is the only way to restore their 
confidence and pride.”” 

Well, taking the matter of enterprise first, 
what if it is simply lacking in many of the 
people who currently form our inner city 
populations? Mrs. Thatcher will not of course 
say that there are some people incapable of 
such enterprise and these people cannot be 
changed — in the present situation it is 
politically impossible for her to do so, for the 
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whole ideology of liberalism (small ”1”) to 
which her party and others are committed 
does not permit that proposition. Yet if we are 
speaking of a revolution the only revolution 
that will be meaningful and real is one that 
will challenge this taboo, as it challenges 
others, and permit us to talk honestly about 
the inherent inequalities between people. To 
say that there are certain types of people in 
Britain today whose natures make it 
impossible for them to adapt to our type of 
urban environment is not to condemn those 
people as such — for they may indeed be 
more capable than we when it comes to 
adapting to the environment that is natural to 
them. To speak of such a truth is only to 


recognise differences — and the mere recog- : 


nition of such differences goes right against 
current dogma. Mrs. Thatcher is not prepared 
to confront the dogma head-on and challenge 
it, and therefore in this matter, as in others, 
her ‘revolution’ is nothing but pure fluff. 
And what of the ‘opportunity’ of which the 
Prime Minister speaks? Over a very large part 
of Britain today there just is none whatever — 
due mostly to her own government’ s 
economic policies, which have left millions 
without work and, in most cases, without 
hope of work. Even where a genuine spirit of 
enterprise is present, this will not create the 
great industries that must be on hand to 
provide the employment necessary for 
prosperity. If Mrs. Thatcher wants to bring 
out those qualities of enterprise that undoubt- 
edly do reside in many of many of the British 
people, her government must first provide the 
work opportunities necessary to give that 
enterprise a chance. Her talk of ‘‘enterprise 
and opportunity’’ against a background of the 
government-approved rape of our traditional 
industrial regions is sheer humbug. 


ANTI-ANTI-RACISM 


Precisely the same may be said about the 
Tories’ current condemnations of left-wing 
‘anti-racism’. Attacking the ‘anti-racist’ 
inquisitors of loony Labour councils is 
naturally a popular pastime because there are 
few people in Britain who will not applaud. 
But where is the substance behind the 
verbiage? Are not the Tories also ‘anti- 
racist’? Do they not share the basic positions 
on race occupied by the left, and is not their 
dispute with the left purely a tactical one 


concerning how those positions will best be - 


maintained? | 

Tory ‘anti-racism’ is in fact just as intoler- 
ant and vicious as that of the left, as can be 
seen by the series of prosecutions that have 
been brought by the Attorney General of this 
government against numerous patriots in this 
country for ‘racist’ remarks made in print — 
and by legislation now in the pipeline that will 
enable the state to lock up for as long as 5 
years anyone who makes a ‘racist’ remark toa 
member of the ethnic minorities. 

Mrs. Thatcher in her- Blackpool speech 
made a slighting reference to ‘‘anti-racist 
mathematics”” being taught in some schools, 
but the slight was aimed only at the obvious 


absurdity of such a concept, not at the 
sentiment behind it. Tories are at one with the 
left in their desire and resolve to darken the 
population of this country. So where is the 
radical change? 


THE LIE OF ‘INDEPENDENCE’ 


It might, finally, be apposite to make some 
comment on the Prime Minister’s claim that 
her period of government has made Britain 
‘independent’. The reality is that she and her 
ministers have worked night and day to 
reduce British independence in every 
meaningful sense of the word. Our political 
independence has been progressively eroded 
by means of our deepening immersion in the 
Common Market. British courts have been 
obliged to submit to the directives of the 
European Court, and in the recent passing 
through parliament of the European Comm- 
unities (Amendment) Bill we have been 
committed to yet further subordination to 
European laws. Among the provisions of this 
bill is that British citizens will no longer have 
the automatic right to be tried in British courts 
and under British law, and also that the right 
of veto by Britain of decisions of the 
European Council of Ministers will be 
abolished. The clear intention of this legis- 


‘lation is to reduce the British Government to 


the status and powers of a mere county 
council. 

In the economic field, not only has Britain 
complied regularly with directives issued by 
the Common Market bureaucracy, often 


against her own better interests, but she has 


permitted an increasing portion of her 
industry to pass into the ownership of foreign 
capital. In 1983 foreigners bought £1,000 
million worth of shares in British companies. 
By 1985 this figure had risen to £1,400 
million and by 1986 to £2,350 million. In the 
first quarter of 1987 alone the figure was 
£1,700 million — considerably greater than 


' for the whole of 1985. All this must of course 


be added to the already huge amount of 
overseas capital investment in our industry 
prior to the years for which these figures are 
produced. 

It is no answer to these figures to say, as 
Tories are fond of doing, that British invest- 
ment in industries abroad has increased in the 
same period. Such investment does not bring 
back one jot of the economic independence 
that Britain loses by foreign investment in 
industries here, while it simply takes away 
money that could have been used to boost 
those same home industries. And where 
foreign investment in British industry reaches 
the point, as in many cases it has done, of 
foreign control, this means that decisions 
affecting British economic policy and the 
livelihoods of great numbers of British people 
are made far outside our jurisdiction in board- 
rooms abroad. 

The government, as is well known, worked 
hard to bring about an American take-over of 
Britain’s one remaining helicopter-manufact- 
urer, Westland. It has worked equally hard to 
increase American and other foreign owner- 


ship of Britain’s motor industry, permitting 
French and Dutch companies to take over 
Talbot cars and Leyland trucks respectively. 
The government has declared openly that this 
tendency is thoroughly in keeping with its 
basic economic philosophy, which is in 
favour of the increasing internationalisation 
of our economic life. Opinions will vary as to 
whether this is a good or a bad thing, but there 
can be no two opinions as to its effect on our 
independence. i 


OUR ‘INDEPENDENT’ 
DETERRENT 


< So also with defence policy. here again the 
government has defrauded the electorate. 
While condemning its opponents for their 
preparedness to see Britain naked in terms of 
any independent means of self-defence, it has 
itself committed us to a programme in which 
such an ‘independent’ defence is merely a 
mirage. In their 1987 election manifesto the 
Tories said:- 
‘‘Labour’s policy is to give up Britain’s indepen- 
dent nuclear deterrent without asking anything in 
return. The Labour Party would require the 
United States to withdraw its nuclear weapons 
from our soil and to close down NATO nuclear 
bases in Britain. It would remove Britain 


altogether from the protection of the United 
States nuclear umbrella.’’ 


Only people hypnotised by their own 
verbal acrobatics would fail to recognise the 
inconsistency of beginning a sentence by 
attacking others for wanting to give up an 
independent deterrent and then ending that 
same sentence by attacking them equally for 
wanting to remove us from the protection of 
another nation’s nuclear umbrella. The reality 
is that the main part of the ‘independent 
deterrent’ of which the Tories speak will for 
the future consist either of American missiles 
and nuclear bombers stationed in Britain and, 
naturally, under American command or of 
Trident submarine-based missiles controlled 
nominally by Britain but the essential parts of 
which will be purchased from America. That 
may be a deterrent but it is not an independent 
one, 


OPENING THE PEOPLE’S EYES 
These then are the basic truths behind the 
much-heralded ‘revolution’ of Thatcherism, 
spiced as it is with brave talk of *“power and 
prestige,” ““independence”” and *“strength.”” 
As I have indicated at the beginning of this 
article, the challenge facing.us is not first and 
foremost that of winning people around to a 
nationalist point of view, nor convincing 
them that revolutionary changes are needed in 
British politics. A consensus of this kind 
already exists, as Mrs. Thatcher and the Tory 
media know only too well. | 
The challenge facing us is that of 
convincing millions that the path they already 
want to take, the path of great change leading 
to national rebirth and the recovery of 


national strength, pride, freedom and honour 


cannot be taken with Mrs. Thatcher but can 
only be taken with us. 
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THE IMMIGRATION RIDDLE 


UNWRAPPED 


The flooding of the western nations with non-Whites is no 
accident, but part of a premeditated plan, paya 


IVOR BENSON 


‘‘We are at present working discreetly but with all 
our might to wrest this mysterious force called 
sovereignty out of the clutches of the local nation 
states of the world. All the time we are denying 
with our lips what we are doing with our hands, 
because to impugn the sovereignty of the local 
national states of the world is still a heresy for 
which a statesman or publicist can perhaps not 
quite be burned at the stake but certainly 
ostracised and discredited. ’’ 


PROFESSOR ARNOLD TOYNBEE 
Speech to the Institute for the Study of Inter- 
national Affairs, Copenhagen, June 1931 


A SINGLE PARAGRAPH from a paper 
read by Professor Arnold Toynbee at a 
conference 56 years ago will help to 
elucidate and explain one of the most 
baffling socio-political phenomena of the 
years since the end of World War Il, 
namely the massive penetration of all the 
western countries by unassimilable popul- 
ation elements from the so-called Third 
World. 

The western countries’ separate immigrat- 
ion laws and regulations, everywhere produc- 
ing exactly the same disturbing and disruptive 
results, can now be seen as a single global 
policy of population control being severally 
implemented. ` 

Poicies which hitherto seemed to make no 
sense and were generally attributed to the 
short-sightedness and incompetence of 
political leaders of all parties can now be 
more easily understood as aspects of an 
ingeniously contrived conspiratorial enter- 
prise designed to advance the purposes of a 
United Nations-endorsed ‘New International 
Economic Order’ (NIEO) — the official 
euphemism for world government. 

Any plan aimed at wresting **this myster- 
ious force called sovereignty out of the 
clutches of the local national states”” would 
have been unthinkable without a global 
population control plan as one of its major 
components. lt was only to be expected, 
therefore, that the arts of dissimulation and 
obfuscation have had to be used on a grand 
scale to prevent the people of the West from 
finding out that the ugly and frightening race- 
relations problems inflicted on them were 

deliberately intended to serve purposes which 
the politicians would not have dared to 
acknowledge. 

A sponsored and massively financed 
invasion by unassimilable aliens designed to 
confuse and fragment the white populations 
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of the West, pre-empting any possible solid- 
ification of resistance to the one-world revol- 
ution, has taken two distinct forms. Britain 
provides a good example of what has 
happened, and continues to happen, in many 
other western lands. 


CONFUSION IS A WEAPON 


In Phase 1, commencing almost immed- 
lately after the end of World War II, hordes of 
alien immigrants were deliberately brought in 
by the plane-load from the West Indies, India, 
Pakistan, Nigeria, etc., and delivered to all 
the main population centres — London, 
Liverpool, Birmingham, Leicester, Bristol, 
etc. — where they were immediately placed 
on full public assistance and provided with 
housing. 

A former member of the flight staff of the 
British Overseas Airways Corporation 
(BOAC) informed us that a regular shuttle 
service was maintained between Britain and 
India and between Britain and the West 
Indies; most of the newcomers, including 
women and children, had little or no 
command of the English language and had no 
industrial skills; and it was obvious that none 
of them was travelling at their own expense. 
They had simply been recruited for the 
purpose of immigration. 

Prevented by an aroused public opinion 
from continuing on the same scale with Phase 
1, the plotters were ready with Phase 2, the 
cunning trick of admitting as ‘refugees’ those 
who could no longer be admitted openly as 
“immigrants”. 

The continued importation of alien popul- 
ation elements into Europe and North 
America can now be clearly recognised as a 
gigantic, well planned and costly para-milit- 
ary operation, much of it routed through East 
Germany, the main staging post for bogus 
refugees flown in Soviet airliners from the Far 
East and elsewhere; from East Germany they 
are pushed out in bus-loads into West 
Germany, Denmark, Holland and Switzer- 
land, and in boat-loads across the Baltic into 
Sweden and Norway, to be further distributed 
by all kinds of illegal means into Britain and 
across the Atlantic to Canada and the United 
States of America. Anyone who believes that 
all this could have been the result of an 
exercise of personal initiative by the 
migrants, and all at their own expense, would 
have to be naive to the point of weak-minded- 
ness. 


Western governments have played a 


passive but no less important role in the 
promotion of this huge fraudulent enterprise, 
by maintaining a set of immigration laws, 
regulations and procedures ingeniously 
contrived not to hinder the progress of Phase 
2, a studied and premediated negligence and 
impotence. 


BEHIND THE SCENES 


‘‘In politics,’’ said Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
““when things happen you can be sure they 
were planned that way.”” All the more so, of 
course, when things go on happening. 

It could hardly be fortuitous that these laws 
and regulations have continued to offer no 
hindrance whatever to the law-breakers. The 
invaders are placed on full public assistance 
and sooner or later given full citizenship. 

Nor is the role of western governments 
entirely passive. In Britain, for example, 
there is a state-funded Advisory Bureau 
always ready to intervene with urgent high 
court restraining orders to prevent immigrat- 
ion Officials at the airports doing what the 
book tells them is their duty, that of immed- 
lately expelling persons whose papers are 
obviously fraudulent. The British govern- 
ment has had to hire a large ship at Harwich to 
accomodate illegal immigrants who arrived at 
Heathrow airport as a group, carrying papers 
that were blatantly false, and whom the 
airport officials were prevented from deport- 
ing. The ‘processing’ of claims for refugee 
status could go on for years. Meanwhile 
everyone knows for certain that the immig- 
rants will never be deported; they are merely 
undergoing a costly process of legitimisation 
(at enormous expense to the British tax- 
payer). 

A law originally designed to enable 
governments to grant asylum to endangered 
victims of political persecution is now being 
used fraudulently and on a gigantic scale for 
the purpose of penetrating and destroying 
from within the cultural and political integrity 
of all the nations of the West. 

Paradoxically enough, most of the immig- 
ration and other officials in daily contact with 
the stream of bogus refugees are blameless; 
all that is required of them is to apply strictly 
the regulations as written. Very many of 
them, as we have found from personal 
contact, are unhappy about the work they 
have to do and are sometimes deeply 
distressed by orders from on high which they 
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are called on to put into effect. Honest and 
conscientious civil servants, they can see 
what is going on but can do nothing about it 
without great risk of losing their jobs. ‘‘Don’t 
quote me!’’, warned one immigration officer 
after he had explained how Asians with 
British citizenship are able to sell their 
daughters at £10,000 each to Asians from 
abroad who wish to settle in a country where 
huge fortunes are to be made. 

Those mainly responsible for the perpet- 
ration of this gigantic fraud on the peoples of 
the West fall into several categories. Most 
important of all, of course, are the invisible 
rulers who finance party politics and control 
the media. Next are the politicians wholly 
committed to the ideological aim of 
exorcising <‘ ‘this mysterious force called 
sovereignty.” 

No less important in this evil scheme of 
things is a small minority of strategically 
placed bureaucrats in every western administ- 
ration, all ideologically motivated — or are 
we to suppose that it was in the secret services 
of the West and nowhere else that traitors like 
Alger Hiss, Kim Philby, Anthony Blunt, etc., 
have been highly active and damaging to 
national interests since the end of World War 
II? In the light of so much proved betrayal of 
country and community, and of secret 
collusion with arcane powers in Moscow, 
would it not be most extraordinary if the 
revolutionary requirements of world popu- 
lation control had been overlooked? 


DISTRESS OF NATIONS 


Can it not be safely assumed that what we 
all know to have happened in the security 
services in all the other western countries had 
its exact parallel in many other departments of 
government, including internal affairs and 
especially in immigration control? 

People in the’ West’ have failed to 
understand what has been made to happen, 
but there was no way in which they could be 
prevented from seeing and painfully exper- 
iencing the awful consequences of a huge 
fraudulent geopolitical operation. 

The situation in Britain, one of the prime 
targets of what Professor P.T. Bauer has 
described as an ‘‘undeclared, one-sided civil 
war in the West,’’ was summed up in the 
following words by Peregrine Worsthorne, 
editor of the Sunday Telegraph:- 

. ‘*The character of many beloved towns has been. 
ruined, familar landscapes desecrated. On the : 
underground I feel surrounded by aliens. King’s 

Road, once my neighbourhood, is now like a 

nightmare vision of hell...Nor.do I share any 

feelings of affinity with the British Common- 
wealth, or any sense of fellowship whatever with 
many of the new immigrants to this 
country.. -Increasingly I find contemporary 

Britain more wrong tifan right... | 

‘‘To be frank, it would not be difficult for me to 
become disloyal to this country...”” 

(Sunday Telegraph Magazine, 26th October 1986) 


And Max Hastings, editor of The Daily 
Telegraph, writes of the recent disorders in 
London:- 


“If I lived in or near somewhere like Brixton or 
Toxteth, I would be permanently terrified when I 


walked the streets. I would flinch at the sight of 

tough- looking young men, especially if I were 

white.’ 

Britain is obviously headed for a catas- 
trophic situation, as Enoch Powell has 
warned. In Birmingham it is now admitted 
that 20 per-cent of the population is coloured, 
mainly Asian, At Dewsbury in West York- 


“shire, on September 3rd, defiant parents 


refused to send their children to a local school 
where already 500 of the 590 pupils are 
Asian. And the only law-change which the 
government has been inclined to offer is to 
prohibit polygamous Asians bringing into the 
country **second and subsequent wives.”” 


generalisation that a South African or 
Rhodesian of British descent, who served in 
the British armed forces in World War II, 
wounded in action, decorated for valour by 
King George VI, self-supporting, has far less 
chance of being accepted as a resident in 
Britain and the former dominions than an 
indigent and illiterate illegal immigrant from 
the Far East. 

If results uniformly and consistently 
produced can reasonably be expected to 
reveal what is purposed, it can be reasonably 
assumed that one of the main purposes of this 
population control is to prevent an exodus of 
Whites from the former colonies and other 


CERTAIN TO STAY HERE 


Tamils on the boat at Harwich wait as strings are pulled to ensure their acceptance as 
settlers in Britain 


An alien invasion, however, is only one 
half of the population control conspiracy; the 
other half has to do with immigration regulat- 
ions and procedures ingeniously contrived 
and cold-heartedly enforced which have the 
effect of severely limiting the freedom of 
movement of persons of western white origin. 


For example, while plane-loads of indigent ` 


and untrained Asians are being ferried into 
Australia and immediately placed on public 
assistance, it has become extremely difficult 
for any person of western provenance to 
emigrate to that country, and it is difficult, 


and in most cases impossible, for an Austral- 


ian to rejoin his relatives in Britain, his 
ancestral home. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA 
— AND CANADA 


Far more distressing is the predicament of 
those white people who now find themselves 
confined in a shockingly misgoverned, 
marxist-totalitarian Zimbabwe (formerly 
Rhodesia); they are perfectly free to leave, 


but have nowhere to go because no western 


country will have them; and if they could go 
they would have to leave all their possessions 
behind. Exceptions in some cases only prove 
the rule. 

What need for prison bars when laws can 
be made to achieve the same results? 
Zimbabwe is a prison for the law-abiding 
from which there can be no mass break-out of 
the kind so often staged by convicted 
criminals in all the countries of the West. 

It can be stated as an incontrovertible 


collectively, 


Third World countries, which are now falling 
increasingly into disorder after having been 
supposedly ‘liberated? from colonial rule. 
The Whites are being forced to remain 
where the world’s facelss rulers want them to 
remain and where it is hoped they can still be 
of use. 

The West’s white people are being boxed 
but only experience their 
imprisoned condition individually — hence 
the absence of collective awareness and 
response. In other words, it is only when they 
want to move that they find out that they are 
prohibited from doing so. 

Here is a glimpse of the Canadian immig- 


‘ration scene:- . 


““We know how Tamils and Sikhs and other Third 
World visitors who have been lying, cheating and 
sneaking their way into Canada illegally have 
been treated by Canadian immigration with kid 
gloves, the right to remain and immediate and full 
welfare payments. But we’re now only beginning 
to learn how our Immigration Department treats 
white visitors who wish to remain in Canada but 
don’t lie and cheat and try to rush to the head of 
the line or sneak in.”’ 
(Canadian Intelligence Publications, Box 30, Flesh- 
erton, Ontario) 


The Toronto Globe and Mail in a report 
from Vancouver tells the story of 36-year-old 
Frederick MNachbour who, with little 
knowledge of the German language, was 


recently ordered by the Immigration Depart- 


ment to be deported to Germany; Nachbour 
was brought to Canada when 10 months old 
and had lived in Canada and America ever 
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THE IMMIGRATION RIDDLE 


UNWRAPPED 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


since, the last 13 years in Canada, where he 
owns a flourishing business; his parents 
acquired Canadian citizenship but were told 
that little Frederick would have to wait until 
he was of age before he could apply. 
Technically, it seems, Frederick Nachbour is 
at fault for not having done so, and he leaves 
behind six brothers and sisters, all Canadian 
by birth. | l 

= The usual explanation of such deport- 
ations, of which there have been very many in 
Canada, Britain, Australia and the United 
States, is that no application for resident 
rights can be considered unless submitted 
from a consulate abroad. 

Writes Ron Gostick, of Canadian Intell- 

igence Publications:- 

. **Is this what Immigration are telling the Tamils 
and Sikhs? Such rank hypocrisy! Such a flagrant 
double-standard and obscene anti-white racism! 
This morning’s news tells of Ottawa’s plans for 
building large refugee reception centres, 
apparently for ever larger floods of Third World 
refugees. Meanwhile, deport Germans, Russians 
and other Caucasians, even if they have been 
living here and contributing to our country for 
decades!”” i 

In the United States a similar phenomenon 

of consistently applied double-standards has 
taken the form mainly of permitting contin- 
uous illegal immigration from Mexico, Cuba, 
Haiti and elsewhere in the Caribbean. 

The slackness and apparent helplessness 

here displayed would be wholly incompre- 


hensible if not, in fact, intentional. Millions 
of these ‘illegals’, most of them so-called 
‘wetbacks’ from the South, have now been 
offered legitimisation of their presence in the 
United States on very easy terms if they 
declare themselves — treatment very differ- 


- ent from that meted out to innumerable honest 


and hard-working white people who have 
been found to be technically at fault. 


THE GRAND DESIGN 


The thesis here offered is that the immig- 
ration laws and procedures in most-western 
countries are separate components of a single 
global population control plan, and that this 
plan is only an aspect of a money-powered 
revolutionary operation that has been 
gathering force since shortly before the turn 


, of the century. 


The presentation of such a thesis would be 
incomplete without some reference to 
categories of persons for whom immigration 
barriers have no more stopping power than 
gossamer. l 

The first such category that comes to mind 
is that of the super-rich — the likes of Rupert 
Murdoch, the international media magnate, 
and Armand Hammer, who, as agent of 
western big business, helped to build the 
Soviet Union as an industrial giant. For such 
as these, as news in the press daily testifies, 
the whole surface of the globe is their legit- 
imate ‘place of residence’. 


Next in order are the merely rich, who, for 
about £150,000, are able to claim rights of’ 


residence wherever they please. 


Effective exemption from restrictive 


immigration laws can also be expected, 
virtually as a right, by professional political 
agitators, even known terrorists, provided 
only that they belong to the revolutionary left. 

Another category, perhaps the most 
important of all, remains to be mentioned. 
We frequently hear about the hindrance 
encountered by Jews wishing to leave the 
Soviet Union but never about any difficulty in 
finding a country in the West that will admit 
them for permanent residence and eventual 
naturalisation. 

Dr. B.A. Kosmin, in his history of the 
Jewish community in Rhodesia, quotes Mr. 
A.E. Abrahamson, a community leader, as 
saying in 1973:- 

““We see the elimination of almost an entire 

generation of young men and women who leave 

us to study in South Africa and overseas and, save 

for a few, never return.”” 


(Majuta, B.A. Kosmin, Mambo Press, Harare, 
Zimbabwe) 


Very many Jews have emigrated from 
South Africa in recent years, some of them 
notorious fugitives from justice, most of them 
to settle in America, Canada, the United 
Kingdom and Australia. There is no mention 
in Dr. Kosmin’s book, or in Dr. Gideon 
Shimoni’s history of the Jews in South 
Africa, of Jews encountering any immigrat- 
ion problems anywhere. 

Is it possible that the Zionist role in global 
power-politics has something to do with this 
anomaly? 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to: BEHIND 


THE NEWS, obtainable from: PO Box 29, 
Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. 


THE CAT AND THE KITTEN 


A look at nature by GLYN HOWARTH 


WE GOT THE CAT when it was six weeks 
old, and it grew up in a pleasant environ- 
ment into a strong, healthy and contented 
animal. Over the years it developed its own 
habits and tastes and its own unique 
character. It was very obedient and affect- 
ionate to us — until recently. 

Two months ago, my wife was using a 
public telephone and she found a small 
cardboard box on the floor. When she opened 
it, she discovered ten very small kittens 
inside. She took these ‘refugees’ to the police 
station but then decided to bring one of them 
home. . | 

All was peaceful at first, with the cat just 
curious as to what the kitten was. The kitten 
was given plenty of attention and affection 
and was encouraged to assimilate into its new 
environment. What we did not realise — at 
first — was that the cat was becoming envious 
of the special treatment being given to the 
newcomer and was becoming hostile to the 
unwelcome ‘immigrant’. 

We started punishing the cat each time that 
it attacked the kitten, and introduced protect- 
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ive measures on the kitten’s behalf, like 
keeping the cat out of the living room. 
Without our realising it, we were pushing the 
cat into the background in favour of the 
newcomer. 

As the kitten grew bigger, it got more 
confident, and it began eating from the cat’s 
bowl and using the cat’s litter tray — despite 
having its own. The cat would attack the 
kitten, and we would then punish the cat for 
showing ‘intolerance’. The kitten started to 
become mischievous and destructive, and 
while we did try to discourage this behaviour 
with mild punishments the cat would be much 
more severely punished for similar actions. 

The kitten then began to occupy the cat’s 
favourite places around the house — which 
provoked further attacks by the cat, which in 
turn were followed by further punishment by 
us! The cat had to begin searching out places 
that the kitten could not reach or did not want 
to settle in. 

We noticed that the cat’s character was 
changing. It was no longer affectionate to us. 
In fact it was becoming quite hostile, turning 


on us if we tried to stroke it. We tried to 
discourage this behaviour with further 
punishment, but this only created more 


, intense hostility on the part of the cat. 


As the kitten grew bigger, it began to take 
over completely, and the fact that we seemed 
to the cat to be encouraging this caused him to 
turn against us totally. Now, whenever the 
two are in the same room bitter and violent 
fighting breaks out, which always ends up 
with the cat wanting to go out to avoid our 
punishment. The kitten then eats the dregs of 
the cat’s food and curls up on the cat’s 
cushion. He feels confident that he has firmly 
ensconsed himself, with the full approval of 
the master and mistress of the house. 

The experiment at integration has failed. 
The indigenous animal has felt himself driven 
out of his own homeland by the immigrant — 
aided and abetted by the ‘establishment’ and 
its measures of ‘positive discrimination’ and 
harsh legislation against the native whenever 
he showed his displeasure. An attempt was 
made to force integration against the native, 
despite early indications that this would not 
work. | 

Is there not a moral in this little story? 


A. ASA 


POLITICAL AGITATION BEHIND 
THE PRISON TROUBLES 


A report from Scotland by HARRY MULLIN 


A PRISON OFFICER in Glasgow recently 
had the front door of his flat set on fire. 
When interviewed by the press, he said 
that a great deal of hatred is being stirred 
up against men in his type of employment. 
I am not surprised, when I see the virulent 
propaganda being put out by communists 
and other far-leftists against the police and 
other agents of law-enforcement. 

Up here in Scotland the left has been 
waging a vicious campaign of hate 
propaganda against police and prison 
officers. This propaganda has been especially 
aimed at the relatives of prison inmates, and 
some of these are now involved in an organ- 
- isation called the ‘Scottish Prisoners’ Support 

Committee’. This group publishes: a 
newspaper called Scottish Prisoner, which 
boasts that it “tells the truth about Scottish 
prisons.’ 

The organisation has a box number, which 
can be traced to a bookshop run by anarchists 
in the West End of Glasgow, and the 
communists in its ranks are linked up with the 
Scottish Communist Republican Party. The 
SCRP in turn has strong links with the 
Revolutionary Communist Group. Indeed, 
some sources say that the SCRP is merely a 
front set up by the RCG in order to attract the 
left-wing republican nationalists into their 
ranks. Both these organisations have links 
with communist organisations in England and 
Wales, and between them these groups 
produce several rags, which all chant the 
failed theories of Marx and Lenin. 

As one example, there is the newspaper 
Fight Racism — Fight Imperialism. This a high 
quality journal (in production standards, not 
in content), and it screeches out the usual anti- 
British hatred that one comes to expect from 
such traitors. They see the Soviet Union and 
other communist lands as ‘workers’ 
paradises’. FRFI, as they call it, shouts -out 
hatred against the police and army — the 
British police and army, that is, never the 
police forces or armies of communist states. 
Only the British police and prison officers are 
called ‘pigs’ by these people, never the 
officers of the KGB! After all, the police and 
army in Britain are preventing us enjoying the 

blessings of communism! 

The same mob also churns out Ireland’s 
War, a pro-IRA muck-sheet, and it amazes 
me why they are not charged with subversion. 


‘SOCIAL WORKERS’ 


These people get their connections with the 
relatives of prison inmates through contacts 
among ‘social workers’ (It is amazing how 
many lefties there are in the ‘social workers’ ’ 


THE RED CONNECTION 
Rioting prisoners on the roof of Peterhead jail. Note the clenched-fist salute 


profession, all drawing fat salaries at the 
expense of the taxpayer). One of them, a 
female whom I shall not name here, is as 
venomous as a deadly black widow spider 
about to consume her mate. She wants to get 


the ‘proletariat’ out onto the streets to do 


battle with the police, so that her communist 
friends can come to power with one of their 
characteristic bloody revolutions. People like 
her swallow Lenin’s concoctions as if it were 
their national drink. 

Their approach to the relatives of prison 
inmates is all part of the communist technique 
of advancing red revolutionary aims. 
Promoting hatred of the police, prison 
officers and armed forces is just one of their 
methods. The fire at the door of the prison 
officer is just the sort of activity beloved of 
these people. It is intended to intimidate 
prison staff by letting them know they are 
‘under observation’ by desperate people, and 
is aimed at putting pressure on them to resign 
from their jobs. It is just the same in Northern 
Ireland, where police and prison staff are the 
targets of similar tactics of intimidation. 


ALIGNMENT WITH THE 
SCUM OF SOCIETY 


It should not surprise anyone to learn that 
communists snuggle up to violent criminal 
types, as to the rest of the scum of society. 


Both are motivated by the same envy of 


people better than themselves. They both 
want to get their sticky fingers on the property 
of others without shedding any sweat, and 
they are quite ready to use violence to that end 
— all the better if they can find professional 
criminals to do it for them! 

Alexander Solzhenitsyn and Anatoly 
Marchenko tell us in their books, Gulag Archi- 
pelago and My Testimony, about the real 
Situation in the communists’ ‘workers’ 
paradise’. There are the vicious urkas — a 
murderous gang of criminals, who run the - 
gulags for the Soviet rulers, and beat up any 
person who dares to complain. 

It is about time the authorities of this 
country did something about these left-wing 
subversives who are stirring up disorder 
everywhere, including the prisons. There are 
already laws that can be used against them, if 
only those in power had the will to use those 
laws. Believe me, if the communists 
themselves had the power, they would not 
hesitate to use any laws in existence (and 
quite a few that are not) to crush anyone who 
dissented! | 


SELF-INFLICTED GENOCIDE 
By AD 2050, only 1 out of 8 people on earth will be 
white. In 12 years, the world's population will 
probably be 6 billion, in 24 years 7 billion. 
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-DOCENDO DISCITUR 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT looks at the Government's 


new Education Bill 


THE EDUCATION SECRETARY’s 
“Great Reform Bill’, due to be unveiled in 
the Autumn, is already being hailed by 
some as the greatest ‘educational 
revelation’ since Moses allegedly received 
the tablets of stone from Jehovah on Mount 
Sinai. One wonders what covert influences 
have produced this socially revealing 
document, alternately described as 
‘radical’ and ‘reactionary’ by the various 
protagonists. In the schools, however, it 
will be regarded by the majority of 
teachers — who form the ‘poor bloody 
infantry’ of education — as merely one of 
the constant flow of educational band- 
waggons that they have seen appear, pass 
and recede away in the sunset of ultimate 
oblivion. ; 


The summaries of the alleged proposals of _ 


the yet unpublished bill take me back to the 
beginning of my own teaching career in 1946 
and give me a feeling that ‘‘nothing: has 
changed, and yet everything has changed.’’ 
The lack of consultation of teachers by 
politicians is still in evidence; the socially 
divisive and class-consolidating menu plan of 
‘payment for extras’ is to be criminally 
resurrected and, for some living in the squalid 
dereliction of urban decay, the mockery of 
‘choice’ between equally unacceptable ethnic 
_and social alternatives is to be offered. 

If Mr. Baker should prove to be right in his 
analysis of the elements of reform needed in 
the education system, then everything that 
has taken place between the 1944 Education 
Act and his own divine revelation must have 


been unnecessary and educationally unsound. 


One wonders about the value of all invest- 
igatory and exploratory techniques in 
flexible, mixed abilty groupings, all the 
child-centred education, co-operative teach- 
ing, collaborative learning, setting, stream- 
ing, aptitude placement, reorganisation of 


schools and millions of pounds apparently 


wasted upon erecting new structures and 
curricula, coupled to the cost of supportive, 
in-service teacher-training. Is all this to be 
regarded as ill-conceived and socially and 
‘educationally inept? If so, there is a case for 
the establishment of an educational Nurem- 
-berg Trial! 


IRONY 


It is a strange irony that places the 
advocates of the progressive school of educat- 
ional thought, which was so esteemed from 
the late 1960s to the early 1980s, and which 
supported the establishment of the exper- 
imental Middle School, with its rejection of 
the examination ethos and its commitment to 
processes of continuous assessment, in a 
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His Bill shows that there was much he ignored 


position now of such questionable profess- 
ional credibility. They were the people who 
responded to the promptings of Mrs. Shirley 
Williams and successive Secretaries of State 
for Education who, having benefitted 
themselves from formal academic education, 
strove to deny it to others. When one recalls 
the ‘Great Debate on Secondary Education’ 
initiated by Mrs. Williams, one remembers 
its principles, which would seem to be boiled 
down to these: ‘‘Throw your timetable and 


‘curriculum through the window. Let’s have 


flexibility and intellectual freedom. Never 
mind grammar. Don’t bother with spelling!’ 
All this was accompanied by the litany of 
‘‘ Discover, discover, explore, explore.”” Is it 
surprising that illiteracy has become a growth 
industry second only to race relations? 

I have referred to the ironic, but there is 
also room for more than a little cynicism 
when one thinks of the headteachers, 
educational psychologists and local education 
advisers, many of whom won their spurs 
through their commitment (or at least 
simulated commitment) to the ‘in’ progress- 
ive educational approaches of a while ago and 
who, under the Baker protocols, will be 
required to demolish the salient structures of 
their creation. I can assure readers that this 
pedagogic U-turn will be achieved with the 
minimum of difficulty, leaving consciences 


completely undisturbed. The teaching and 


associated professions are well versed in 


assessing when a bandwaggon is losing 
momentum, and the key to a successful 
academic career often consists of the ability to 
know when to get off a bandwaggon as well as 
when to jump on one. 


NO RETURN TO SANITY 


In fact the Education Bill a la Baker does 
not augur a return to sanity within the educat- 
ion system, for it contains many class-based 
assumptions combined with all the ingred- 
ients of a jaded populism, and some of these 
will be disturbing to us, believing as we do in 
nationalism, discipline and racial and 
personal integrity. I can only sadly utter the 
words: ‘‘Docendo discitur” to Mr. Baker 
(‘One learns in teaching’’). 

So what are the principal proposals 
contained in the ‘Great Reform Bill’ and how 
will they affect our children’s and nation’s 


future? The proposals will include:- 


@ The introduction of a national school 
curriculum. | 

@ Mandatory testing at the ages of 7, 11, 14 
and 16 years. 

O The right of schools to opt out of the local 
authority’s education system. 

@ The strengthening of the executive powers 
of headteachers, but under the control and 
supervision of governing bodies composed of 
local politicians, co-opted members, parents, 
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and pupils. Ethnic minority representatives 
must be included on a governing body. 


The intention of the Secretary of State to 
introduce a national curriculum is wholly 
laudible, particularly as the system of 
monitoring performance through intensive 
testing is to be incorporated in the Bill. A 


similar system has worked effectively .in . 


France for many years and it is a safeguard 
against under-education at the whim of those 
those who profess esoteric educational 
concepts related to equally esoteric practices. 

The aim of the structure incorporated in the 
Bill is to ensure that all pupils receive a broad 
and balanced education related to prescribed 
academic subjects. Mathematics, Science 


and English will form the core of the 


curriculum and will therefore be given curric- 
ular priority. Technology, History, Geog- 
raphy, Art, Music, PE and a modern foreign 
language (except in the case of children of 
primary school age) will also be regarded as 
foundation subjects which will command 
secondary curricular priority. It is recommen- 
ded that foundation subjects will be allocated 
85 per-cent of curricular time. Home 
Economics and Religious Education will be 
relegated to the areas of lower priority, which 
in terms of recommended allocation of time 
will remain obscure and in terms of structure 
will no doubt be multi-racial, multi-cultural 
and multi-confusing. 

We are assured, however, that it is not the 
intention of the Secretary of State to permit 
the discontinuation of the school assembly. 
The 1944 Education Act, which has not been 
repealed, stipulates that ““the school day in 
every county and every voluntary aided 
school shall begin with a collective act of 
worship on the part of the pupils.’’ The 1944 
Act meant implicitly a Christian act of 
worship, but now assemblies are usually 
secular or related to the ethnic composition of 
the school. It is understood that Mr. Baker 
intends further to erode the Christian basis of 
our culture by providing more ‘flexiblity’ in 
respect of the school assembly in his forth- 
coming Bill. 

In terms of general education, it is mooted 
that not all foundation subjects will be taken 
to examination level, although it is anticip- 
ated that most students should be able to take 
at least 7 subjects to examination level, 
including all core subjects. Attainment 
targets will be established for all three core 
areas at the ages of 7, 11, 14 and 16 years. 
The assessment wll be carried out internally 
by teachers during normal lesson periods, but 
the nationally prescribed tests, while admin- 
istered and marked by teachers, will be 
moderated externally. 


OPTING OUT 


The most controversial part of Mr. Baker’s 
Bill is the provision that schools should be 
able to opt out of local authority control. 
Governors of schools with more than 300 
children on roll will qualify for grant-main- 
tained status if supported by a simple majority 
of the parent body. If the school governing 


body opposes the parents’ wishes, a postal 
ballot will be held and, if a majority of the 
parents indicate their wish to ‘opt out’, the 
Department of Education and Science will 
implement their wishes. In the Bill, the 
powers of governors will be greatly increased 
to include the administering of the annual 
grant from central government, intervention 
in the curriculum and the teaching strategies 
employed in the school, the appointment and 


dismissal of teachers, staff performance and 


in-service training. Members of staff not 
wishing to accept these changes in their 
conditions of service, and who are not 
redeployed, will be deemed to have resigned 
their posts. 

The Secretary of State intends to employ 
the principles of the commercial market in 
appropriate areas of the educational structure 
and, in particular, in allowing market forces 
to determine the level of school admissions. 
He has expressed the view that current limits 
on admissions are artificial and deny parents 
freedom of choice by not maximising the 
available places. The LEAs will no longer be 
able to regulate intake levels, which will be 


determined by the ‘standard number’ related 


to the 1979 intake. 


CURATE’S EGG 


Mr. Baker’s Bill is rather like the curate’s 
egg, being good in parts. The parts that are 
not good, however, are those which fail to 
take cognisance of the need for discipline in 
schools and the need for religious and moral 
training consistent with the indigenous 
culture of the country. Also lacking is: the 
recognition that the educational process 
should be concerned primarily with maximis- 


ing individual attainment consistent .with: 


inherent ability, whilst reinforcing the 
component of social amenability. We must 
have an educational system which combines 
the development of character, the pursuit of 
academic excellence and the enhancement of 
personal skills — to produce an amalgam 
which will make the individual an effective 
contributor to, and a responsible participant 
in, a stable, expanding and culturally- 
oriented society. . 
- The idea of a national core curriculum is 
certainly an acceptable antidote to the ‘anti- 
learning’ syndrome that has affected so many 
schools during the period of permissive 
education practised over the past three 
decades. This exercise in educational 
decadence was presided over by so-called 
educational ‘philosophers’, educational 
psychologists and opportunist educational 
freaks — many of whom had never taught and 
others of whom had only a fleeting experience 


- of the chalk face. The core curriculum now 


being planned, however, must not be allowed 
to become a restrictive, straightjacket squeez- 
ing out of all innovation and educational 
enterprise. It should not occupy more than 75 
per-cent of curricular time, but should leave 
opportunity for inter-disciplinary enquiry and 
research. The core curriculum should remove 
the possibility of educational deprivation 


which some children have suffered in some of 


the ‘progressive’ schools which have special- 
ised in “freedom of expression’ and so-called 
‘activity approaches’. Sir Alec Clegg, one- 
time Director of Education for the West 
Riding of Yorkshire and one of this country’s 
foremost educational experts, was moved to 
comment sadly that ‘‘Some schools have 
much activity and little learning.’’ The 
quality of an educational approach is marked 
by its effectiveness and the standards of social 
behaviour, academic attainment and 
everyday literacy that it produces. I suggest 
that these simple parameters of success leave 
a large question mark over the efficiency and 
rectitude of many of the post-war education 
strategies practised in this country. If Mr. 
Baker can bring some semblance of order, 
accountablity and priority into the area of 
school organisation, aims, objectives and 
attainment perceptions, then we must wish 
him well. | 


THE QUESTION OF CHOICE 

The possibility of attaining higher stand- 
ards by increasing governmental control and 
creating areas of greater accountability is 
logistically feasible, but when we move into 
areas of administrative reorganisation 
relating to such concepts as ‘parental choice’ 
the end product of government intervention 
seems much more obscure. The choice of a 
school is governed by factors other than 
purely educational, e.g. the ethnic compos- 
ition of a school, availability of transport, 
geographical location and, sometimes, 
family connections with the school in 
question. If a school is popular with parents, 
then the choice*is still constrained by the 
school’s physical limits. In the spirit of the 
good old Yorkshire saying, ‘‘Tha can't get a 
quart into a pint pot.’’ This has been clearly 
established by the controversy in Dewsbury, 
where parents are in dispute (with the active 
support of the BNP) with Kirklees Council 
over the yet unratified principle of parental 
choice. The Dewsbury parents did not wish 
their children to attend a school with a roll of 
87 per-cent Asian children, not wishing to see 
their children deprived either of opportunities 
for learning or having imposed upon them an 
alien culture. The local authority claimed, 
quite correctly as it happened, that the school 
of the parents’ choice was full, and predict- 
ably it rejected the argument concerning the 
alien culture — an argument branded by the 
local Labour MP and various camp-followers 
as ‘racist’. 

The obvious answer to this problem, whilst 
respecting the parental right of choice, is to 
introduce racially and culturally segregated 
schools (at least for as long as a more perman- 
ent solution to the problems of ethnic division 
in Britain is pending). But I suspect that Mr. 


_ Baker is not planning to introduce any such a 


clause into his new Bill. 

The Secretary of State, however, is going 
to have a problem. If his recommendation for 
unshackled choice is incorporated into the 

Contd. overleaf 
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DOCENDO DISCITUR 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Act, it will mean that some schools will be 
under great pressure to admit pupils beyond 
their limit, whereas other schools will fall far 
short of that limit and will face the possibility 
of closure — thus frustrating future parental 
choice. 

And if a group of governors or parents opt 
out of local authority control, will Mr. Baker 
allow them, or a differently constituted group 
of governors or parents, to opt back into local 
authority control again should they wish? If 
not, one group of governors or parents could 
effectively deny choice to their successors. 


INTERFERENCE 


The right of governors and parents to inter- 
vene on curricular matters is one which will 
cause educationalists some concern. The 
school curriculum has always been for the 
headteacher in consultation with his profess- 
ional colleagues and the  authority’s 
educational advisers. The idea of non- 
professional tinkers, tailors, soldiers and 
sailors interfering in professional matters of 
which they have little experience and no 
professional expertise will send shivers of 
horror down the backs of most members of 
the teaching profession. They will argue that 
a qualified plumber or electrician would not 
be expected to put up with interference from 
an unqualified layman. So why should a 
graduate teacher be expected to do so? I am 


sure that this will be the considered response ` 


in staffrooms throughout the country, but 
expressed more pithily than here. 

The other problem, arising from the right 
of intervention of the governing and parental 
bodies in the curriculum is the likely 
pressure from special ethnic and other interest 
groups. Do the local members of CND have 
the right to intervene tó ensure that a 
curricular emphasis is placed on ‘Peace 
Studies’? Does the local Muslim community 
have the right to demand that education in a 
particular school should have an Islamic 
orientation because a large number of the 
children in that school are Muslim? Do left- 
wing politicians, who in certain areas will 
have a majority on governing bodies, have a 


right to insist that only teachers with: 


impeccable left-wing political qualifications, 
and with a leavening of ‘Gay Rights’ 
tendencies, should be considered for appoint- 
ment to teaching posts? Are teachers in the 
future to be appointed according to such affil- 
iations rather than on the strength of their 
teaching ability, experience and qualificat- 
ions? Will this change to parent- and 
governor-power result in teachers becoming 
mere cyphers and sycophants, who avoid 
taking any independent initiatives for fear of 
jeopardising their promotion prospects and 
even their jobs? 


POST-WAR TENDENCIES 


Education in Britain has suffered ever since 
the Second World War from the unusual and 
the peculiar. Much of this has been caused by 
the desire to move away from the restrictions 


t 


of the submissive pre-war society, with its 
class-based totems. The expressed wish that 
‘‘my lad will not suffer the way I have” 
brought about an iconoclastic view of society 
in which self-respect, self-discipline, dignity 


'and patriotism were bargained for the 


polluted permissiveness which has eroded the 
essential fabric of British society. To use that 
overworked cliche, **the baby was thrown out 
with the bathwater.’’ n 

As a legacy, we are now left with a crime- 
saturated, drug-sodden, perverted, miscegen- 
ated morass, which seems impossible to cure 
except by extraordinary means. 

The Home Secretary, Douglas Hurd, has 
proposed many specious panaceas for dealing 
with these problems, but has assiduously 
avoided the necessary retributive measures of 
capital and corporal punishment. Kenneth 
Baker searches for answers to problems of 
galloping illiteracy and cultural degeneracy. 
He has produced a few educational sticking 
plasters, which, while efficacious in them- 
selves, have little overall relevance to the 
basic evil affecting all aspects of education 
and human behaviour in this country: the 
absence of moral motivation, social account- 
ability and national pride in a disciplined and 
culturally-oriented society. The only true 
hope for our country’s educational revival 
and for our children’s consequent well being 
must lie in the replacement of the bankrupt 
edifice of jaded government, with its anaemic 
and irrelevant parties, by the forces of 
emergent nationalism, who will then become 
the arbiters of our nation’s destiny and forge it 
into a consummation of God’ s Grand Design. 


THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN NEWS AND ENTERTAINMENT 


This article was first printed in Canada m The Sunday 
Times of Vancouver. lt was brought to our attention by SA 
Digest, a newsletter printed by the South African Govern- 
ment. 


ONE of the new skills that everyone will need in the 
information age is the ability to sift through the 
onslaught of daily data. 

During the Falklands Islands war between Great 
Britain and Argentina, I decided to watch the battles from 
a unique perspective. 

I lined up two TV monitors and fed one news feeds 
from US and Canadian TV stations. On the other, via my 
satellite dish, I fed news feeds from SIN (Spanish Inter- 
national Network) and XEW-TV in Mexico City. 

I watched two different wars. 

Recently a unique set of circumstances led me to check 
the amount of TV news time devoted in Canada to the 
South African question. 

I found that in 15 months, an amazing 121 hours were 
devoted to this subject by the major Canadian TV 
networks. 

I did a check on my own time-coded and computerised 
TV news from NHK, the Japanese broadcasting network. 
Would you believe they gave it 12 minutes over the same 
15-month period! 

What did this tell me? 

That Canadian news programmes (and apparently their 
viewers) are politically and emotionally oriented. 

And the Japanese? They are economically oriented. 

In a competitve world, they have opted for something 
they can own while it looks like we would rather spend an 
inordinate amount of time involving ourselves in other 
people’s problems. 

I suspected Canadians were not really aware of what 
«was happening in South Africa. So, last month I went 
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there. 

From what I had seen and heard on Canadian television 
I again saw two different “wars”. 

South Africa is a beautiful country. I encountered not 
one ‘incident’ that disturbed me. 

I saw no harrassment of anybody — white, black, 
brown or green. I walked around Pretoria and Johannes- 
burg at night, rode in black jitneys and felt safer than | 
have in Detroit, Washington, New York or Toronto. 


PROSPERITY IN SOWETO 


I also checked out the notorious Soweto district. 

Are you aware that they have 18 black millionaires 
living there? 

Do you know they have a residential area, ironically 
called ‘Beverly Hills’, that matches most high-class 
areas? 

Did you know that Winnie Mandela is building a 
$250,000 ‘palace’ there? 

No, neither did I. 

I was a speaker at UNISA (University of South 
Africa). 

It is the largest university in the world with 92,000 


students. Totally integrated since it opened its new build- |. 


ings in Pretoria in 1976, it also has the largest library in 
all of the Southern Hemisphere with two million 
volumes. Its courses are offered not only to all Black or 
White South Africans but also to any African! 

My net impression? Television cameras cause riots! 
And I say that as the owner of a television production 
company! 

Deaths during the height of the violence, when TV 
cameras were allowed free rein, were running at about 50 
a month. 

Since TV cameras were banned, they have dropped to 


an average of under 5 a month. As we enter this new age 
we have to learn what causes what. The South African 
Government has had to take quick lessons. 

Unless you go to a country and see the local environ- 
ment it is hard to understand the true facts. Much like 
digesting a book by reading the cover. 

Moral: Watch with a critical eye. A great deal of TV 
news is showbiz. Treat it seriously at your peril. 


From the horse’s mouth 


“There is no such thing as an independent 
press. You know it and | know it. There is not one 
of you who would dare to write his honest opin- 
ions. The business of a journalist is to destroy 
the truth, to lie outright, to pervert, to vilify, to 
fawn at the feet of Mammon, and to sell himself, 
his country and his race for his daily bread. We 
are the tools and vassals of rich men behind the 
scenes. We are jumping Jacks: they pull the 
strings and we dance. Our talents, our possibil- . 
ities and our lives are the property of these men. 
We are intellectual prostitutes.” 

John Swindon, former Editor NEW YORK TIMES 


NOT FOR THE FIRST TIME... 
ONCE AGAIN, we must ask our readers to 
remember to send their remittances to Spear- 
head separately from any other monies sent to 
the same address for other items. Much extra 
work is involved separating the monies at this 
office when this rule is not observed. Thank 
you. 


SIR: The situation in Fiji is a microcosm of 
what will inevitably occur here one day — be 
it in 100 years or 200 — and it should be a 
warning to the British people. 

If nothing else will bring home the dire 
consequences of immigration and the need for 


repatriation, then this surely will. It should ` 


form an important part of the BNP’s propa- 
ganda. | 

JOHN M. TAYLOR 

London W.11 


SIR: Recently I came across a book entitled 
Sophie (The Sophie Tucker story — a biog- 
raphy of the notorious ‘Red Hot Momma’ of 
the 1930s) written by one Michael Friedland 
and published by Woburn Press. In the book I 
came across the following narrative on page 
172, and I quote:- 


‘* There were problems of another sort in the East 
End music halls. The Fascist threat was growing, 
and Sophie’s own Jewish people, perhaps still her 
loyalest audience of all, were all showing great 
anxiety. Sir Oswald Mosley threatened to 
become the British Hitler and was growing polit- 
ically fat on a diet of Jew-baiting. Sophie sensed 
the mood of the folks about whom she sung in one 
of her hit songs of the year, ‘My People’, and 
decided to turn the air of fear into a publicity 
stunt. 

‘‘She hired — with great coverage of the results 
in the British press — a gang of youths to throw 
stones at her but making very sure they would all 
miss. She then revealed that she had been 
attacked by members of the British Union of 
Fascists. 

“*She went further than that. The Fascists, she 
said, had advised her not to sing ‘My People’ — 
which contained the line ‘I am proud of what God 
made me... We shall survive those who decry my 
people.” 

“*It was a case of there being a good press agent 
on her books in London, while she saw nothing 
tasteless about using all his talents. The fact that 
this put even more fear into the hearts of the Jews 
of the East End escaped her altogether. *” 


All this happened in 1936, but times never 
change. Similar ‘incidents’ are happening 
today. But as this story comes ‘straight from 
the horse’s mouth’, we should be sure to 
make use of it to show people what we are me] 
against. 

R. BUCK 
Leeds 


SIR: Anyone who believes that the Iranians 


got their American-made “Stinger” missiles . 


from the Afghan rebels probably also believes 


} m | 


in the Easter Bunny and the Tooth Fairy. 
Remember who sold American-supplied 
weapons to Iran during the Teheran hostage 
crisis? Remember who sold US-supplied 
weapons to Argentina during the Falklands 
War? Remember who bombed, in an unprec- 
edented (and quickly passed over) act of 


` aggression in peacetime, the Iraquis nuclear 


reactor in Baghdad? 
The answer to all these questions is: the 
Israelis: And they now have their sticky 


- fingers in the Gulf crisis too. 


(Dr.) PETER H. PEEL 
London S.E.23 


SIR: Much has been said of the role played by 
the Japanese in the decline of our manufactur- 
ing industry, one of the most notable aspects 
being the total decimation of British motor 
cycle manufacturing. As a life-long motor 
cycle enthusiast, I feel I must try to put the 
record straight. 

Japan's part in the decline was merely to 
fill the gap caused by the stupidity of the 
British motor cycle industry’s management. 
When the first bikes arrived from Japan in the 
1950s they were accepted with open arms by a 
British motor cycling public who were sick 
and tired of crude, cumbersome, oil-leaking 
bikes of the type that our factories produced. 

Taking the Triumph Twin as one example, 
the design of this bike has hardly changed 
since Edward Turner designed the original 
Speed Twin in 1936! 

The Japs came up with bikes of half the 
engine capacity that would out-perform the 
Triumph in virtually every department. And 
what did Triumph do? Nothing! A BSA group 
director (BSA owned Triumph) was quoted as 
saying: *“They”re no threat — they can have 
the small bike market.”” 

What Triumph should have done was 
invest in the development of a superior 
British small bike; you must remember that at 
that time BSA were the largest motor cycle 


manufacturers in the world! But no, the 


greedy capitalists kept their profits and the 
industry fell far behind Japan, whose bike- 
makers subsequently went on to expand and 
produce large motor cycles, 
Honda 750, with its 4-cylinder engine, disc 
brakes and electric starter capable of 125mph 
and powerful acceleration. We British had no 
answer and had to sit back and watch this 
super-efficient bike take the market by storm. 

That was the beginning, and the rest is 
history. Even today the Triumph Twin (51- 
year-old design) is still being produced with 
virtually the same engine, while the Japs are 
churning our 170mph super-bikes! 

We have only ourselves to blame here, and 
even if every British rider suddenly decided to 
buy British bikes, it is unlikely that firms like 
Triumph would offer the public what they 
obviously want. 

I just wonder whether the other industries 
fell for similar reasons of complacency and 
lack of investment in new designs. 

I must add that I own a Triumph Twin, so I 
am not offering a biased argument. 

GLYN HOWARTH 

Liverpool 

(EDITOR'S NOTE: Of the many articles 
published in this magazine advocating protection 
of British industry against Japanese and other 
foreign competition, there are none within 
memory that have suggested that protection 
ALONE, not accompanied by measures to 
improve British manufacturing and managerial 
standards, will work. What clearly is not working 


-is the policy of leaving British industry exposed to 


foreign competition in the hope that that 
competition will stimulate it to better perform- 


. ance. ) 


SIR: You are right about the Le Pen visit. If he 

had come to Blackpool, all the Tory thunder, 
such as was, would have been stolen. 

R. FORREST (Mrs.) 

Bideford, N. Devon 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


-THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

DID’ SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the “Holocaust” and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


‘RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 

A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 

A fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
pp. i 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
cre teng look at modern world history. 1977, 
pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
9Spp. oF 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
confronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. | 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
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book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 


daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence 


of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 


‘Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 


1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 
ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of 
being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 


exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo - 


P.. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 10 1pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 


dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 8 
London SE23 2LS 


misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 
IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
de modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
>4pp. 
THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 
OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
pl disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


A up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 


the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
-Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. | 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 


If only we were black... Reprint, up-dated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
` facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Up-dated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Entirely new leaflet exposing 
the way the Tories are currently trying to woo the people 
with patriotic slogans, while their policies at root are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs of 
¿£2.35 for 1,000, £2.75 jor 2, 000 and £3.25 for 3,000. 


B.N.P. POSTERS | 
Large posters (17.7in x 25.2in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 


us end it! Collage of 1981: riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 


Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 


in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
‘appropriate for occasion to be filled in. Available only to 
accredited BNP regional, branch or group organisers. 
These large posters cost: 1-9 at 18p each; 10-19 at 15p each; 
20-49 at 12p each; 50 or over at 9p each. Estimate postage at 
weight of 20g for each poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in x 17.7in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos with BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 


Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 


Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with’ 


machine gun, with BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 


Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder-. 


ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster. and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: pan imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


What's happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 


produced last year showing how the state is trying to gag 
those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 


These medium-sized posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each.’ Postage 
should be estimated on the basis of one poster weighing .10g. 


B.N.P. STICKERS 


With slogans: - 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (Same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (Same as poster) 

Ban imports! (Same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (Same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (Same as poster) 


Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 


the rope! 
Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 


Love the White Race: Protect its future! 


Abortion is child-murder: Make it illegal! 
Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 
Get Britain out of the Common Market! 


Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, white 
and blue. £4 per 1,U00 plus £l p&p. 

B.N.P. BADGES 

British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was “Unite and 


‘fight for Britain’s future!” 


Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist.Unity rally in London 
on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on theme: ‘The 
coming ‘British revolution’. 


Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘The case for nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished). 


century’ (analysis of the 2nd World War). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Why we must repatriate”. 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Foundations of the national 


NEW LEAFLETS AVAILABLE 


(see above left) 


POSTERS (See left) 


WHAT'S HAPPENED. 
10 FREE SPEECH? 


tial EnA OA fe icles. Cebo paridad 
dom. oa 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY (([]) O 


- PO BOX 446, London SE23 215 


fret dr metae you pe one defend es 


; _ century Soviet holocaust. 
Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘Tragedy of the 20th. 


community’ (Discourse on racial nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson. 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) © 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 
& OTHER ITEMS 


3-colour stickers with BNP logo in red, white and blue 
(self-adhesive). £1.13 per 100 or £5 per 500. 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in. 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 

BNP round stickers with party logo and name and. 
address. 2/2in in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected: £4 per roll); 2in in diameter: £4.25 per roll of ' 
500 (collected: £3.85 per roll); 1'2in in diameter: £3.25 
per roll of 500 (collected: £2.95 per roll). 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo and name and add- 
ress, with slogans: (1) A new way forward for Britain; 
(2) Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; 8) 
Smash the IRA — Keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
patriotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
‘minimum order: 500. 


BNP beer mats with party logo and name and address. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 

BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
statistics about the forgotten victims of tne real 20th 
Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. | | 


- “SPEARHEAD” STICKERS 


2in-square sticker advertising Spearhead magazine: £1.18 
per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to PO Box 116, 
Liverpool L69 1SH) 


MORE B.N.P. BALL PENS 


Ball pens bearing the slogan ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


* * * 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause. Includes events from home and abroad. 
Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15. Obtain- 
able from PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW 2000, 


Australia. Overseas: Cash preferred or add $4 to cheque. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 


_patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 


Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG-TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 


Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man's Land, Members of 


the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at £3.50 plus 72p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to: PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PL1 1SQ. ` 
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FOR LIVERPOOL ACTIVISTS of the 
British National Party who sell Spearhead and 
British Nationalist in the city centre regularly 
on Saturdays, every sales session is carried 
out almost under battle conditions — and in 
some cases the sales become an actual battle. 

Liverpool, as most readers will know, has 
one of the nastiest gangs of far-left fanatics of 
any city or town in Britain. And the left is 
extremely worried about the big impact being 
made in the area by the BNP. 

Not long ago one of the leading Liverpool 
reds, Tony Mulhearn, published a leaflet 
calling on his ‘comrades’ to oppose the BNP 
in the city. Almost every week, the BNP 
paper-sellers go to Church Street, a busy 
shopping area in the city centre, to sell party 
publications and, almost every week, have to 
contend with threatening red gangs spitting 
and foaming abuse at them. 

The reds, however, never actually stage a 
physical attack unless they can do so in 
overwhelmingly superior numbers, for on 
past occasions when they have ‘tried it on’ the 
BNP men have given then a good hiding. 

A recent sales session (September 26th) 
was typical. Six activists were present. At 
first they were heckled by a well-known local 
communist, who ranted and raved so loudly 
that he drew a large crowd. The crowd 
surrounded the BNP men and some of them 
began joining in the abuse and threats. One of 
them bought a paper and set it on fire, hoping 
that this would provoke the sellers. The latter 
refused to be drawn, however — they had got 
their 12p for the paper and it was a sale, just 
like any other! 

By this time-the BNP were outnumbered by 
opponents at odds of about 20 to 1 but did not 

Contd. on page 20 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £1.20 + 37p post 
25 copies £2.70 + £1.00 post 
50 copies £4.80 + £2.00 post 
100 copies £8.40 + £2.45 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.65 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.90 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £3.10 post 
400 copies £26.00 + £3.40 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to. avoid confusion 
and delay. : 
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BNP continues to defy threats in 
‘Red’ Liverpool 


TYPICAL DAY IN LIVERPOOL 
BNP sales team in Church Street. Right of centre (holding flag) is branch organiser Ken 
Usher. Third from left is North Western regional organiser Ian Sloan 


BIRMINGHAM ACTIVISTS HIT 


HEADLINES WITH SCHOOL CAMPAIGN 


BIRMINGHAM activists of the British 
National Party have recently won big local 
headlines with a campaign against ‘multi- 
cultural education’ in West Midland schools. 
The BNP is in principle in favour of keeping 
politics out of the classroom, but such has 
been the activity of left-wingers in schools in 
recent years and such the degree of brain- 
washing of school pupils by red teachers, that 
there has been no alternative but to hit back 
and expose the brainwashers. 

Typical of the BNP activity was a demons- 
tration recently held outside Springfield 


66; 


«Anger over 


Sutton children 
ated” with anti-racist education, claim 
the controversial British National Party. 


are being indoctrin- 


Middle School in Sutton Coldfield, where a 
new programme of “multi-cultural” lessons 
has been introduced. West Midlands Organ- 
iser Keith Axon was reported in The Sutton 
Coldfield Observer, which gave extensive 
coverage to the activity, as saying: “‘The 
children in Sutton are being indoctrinated 
with alien cultures. We should be protecting 
our own Anglo-Saxon culture instead of 
adopting unimportant ones from overseas. °’ 

The party has started a local petition among 
Sutton Coldfield people to oppose the alien 
influences. 


indoctrination” of alien cultures in Sutton Glass Pie, 


$A 7 al ELE 
~ T467 
Middle with “alien Keith Axon said: “The 
cultures of no import- children in Sutton are 


ance. being indoctrinated with 
Two Sution primary aben cultures 


B.N.P. HITS HEADLINES 
This report was printed in the Sutton Coldfield Observer 


POLICE AND COUNCIL ACTION 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY, when 
it has spoken of the immigrant ‘take-over’ of 
Britain’s towns and cities, has often been 
greeted with incredulity by members of the 


public. Oh yes, people have said, we know ` 


that a lot of immigrants have settled in our 
urban areas, but ‘take-over’? That’s an 
exaggeration! 

But confirmation of what the BNP has said 
was recently supplied by events in Dewsbury, 
Yorkshire, a typical case of such an area. 

The town made national news in 
September when a group of parents banded 
together to remove their children from a local 
school where 500 out of the 590 pupils were 
Asian. The BNP decided to launch a 
campaign in the town in their support. 

The party put in an application to the local 
police for permission to hold a march through 
the town in opposition to multi-racial 
education and in support of all-British schools 
for British children. The march was intended 
to end in a public meeting, and an application 
was made to the Town Council for the hire of 
a public hall for the latter purpose. 

As soon as the intentions of the BNP were 

reported in the press, local Asians began a 
campaign in the area to get the two activities 
banned, in the process threatening outbreaks 
of violence if their call for a ban was not 
heeded. : 

Both the local police and the local council 
capitulated tamely to the Asian threats. The 
police chief applied to the Home Secretary for 


ASIANS 


a ban on the march, which was instantly 
granted. Meanwhile the Town Council 
refused to allow the BNP the hire of any hall 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 
The North of England Chairman of the 


BNP, he led the BNP contingent which © 


went to Dewsbury on October 17th. 


Immediately he arrived, he was threatened - 


with arrest, along with the others 
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All copies are priced at the present rate ot 50p per copy. Postal charges should be estimatea on 
the basis ot óne copy weighing approximately 60g. Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, London 


SE23 2LS. 


ution of unde 


£10, 


IN DEWSBURY SHOWS 


IN CONTROL 


(although all public halls in the area are 
supposed to belong to the local citizens, who 
maintain them by means of their rates). 

In response, the BNP decided to do the next 
best thing. On the originally appointed day 
(October 17th) it planned to hold a massed 
paper sale and leaflet drive in the town centre 
and printed a leaflet especially for the 
purpose, stating in it how Asian pressure had 


Contd. overleaf 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over most of 

- the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give, 
a list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 

PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, London E2 
7BZ 

WEST LONDON 

PO Box 33, Greenford, Middlesex UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


NORTH ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 


SUFFOLK 


2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 


A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WIRRAL 
PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


LEEDS & BRADFORD 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


DONCASTER 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (West 
Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Nottingham, North 
Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Lancaster, Halifax, Sheffield, Wakefield, Hull 
and Sunderland. If you want to make contact with 
any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to party head office at: PO Box 446, London 
SE2Z3-2ZLS. 
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HOW TIMES HAVE CHANGED! 


The following is an extract from a children's history book published in 1926, brought 


to our attention by reader S.S. Wilcox of Cardiff:- 


Little children, in these pages 

You shall learn the tale of ages: 

You shall learn the wondrous story 

Of our Britain's fame and glory. 

You shall learn how many a war man — 
Celt and Saxon, Dane and Norman, 
‘Men of courage, might and grace, 
Blended all in Britain’s race. 

You shall learn how much you owe 

To your sires of long ago, ; 
How they fought and died that we 
Might be great and might be free, 

How the waves that hemmed them round 
Were their highway, how they found 
Rich new lands that grew to be 

- Brighter Britains o’er the sea, 


HAVE YOU HEARD THIS? 


“Atticus hears that the Conservative Friends of 
Israel will hold a huge reception at the Tory Party 
conference in two weeks’ time notwithstanding its 
loss of 31 MPs at the general election, 21 by retire- 
ment and 10 by defeat. Despite this, the Friends 
remain the largest pressure group at Westminster. 
How does it stay on top? Because 26 Tory MPs have 
signed up since June, bringing the group’s strength 
to 155 MPs, including 12 cabinet ministers and 22 
junior ministers.” Sunday Times (20th September) 


How they made our island yield 
Treasure from the mine and field, 
How the labours of their hands 
Filled the marts of many lands, 


How the golden hoards of trade 
Blessed the poor and freed the slave, 
Raised the fallen, built the school 

So that wisdom’s power might rule. 
Little children, think awhile 

On your fathers’ love and toil, 

How they strove from age to age 

To leave you this proud heritage. 


So must you when youth is done, 

And the work of life begun, 

Thus right nobly play your part, 

Serving Britain hand and heart. 
EDWARD SHIRLEY 


Think on this one... 


“The international government of the 
United Nations, stripped of its legal trimm- 


ing, then, is really the international - 


government of the United States and the 
Soviet Union acting in unison.” 


COMMENTARY, official magazine of the 
American Jewish Committee, New York 


B.N.P. CONTINUES TO DEFY 
THREATS IN ‘RED’ LIVERPOOL 
(Contd. from page 18) 


bat an eyelid as the reds continued their 
insults — always from a physically safe 
distance of course! ] 

But it was not all opposition. The stand of 
the BNP men impressed ordinary members of 
the public and a couple stepped forward and 


bought papers, their manner indicating 


RICKCORD BOOKS 


Selection of second-hand and out-of- 
print books of interest to nationalists. 
Please send SAE to: Rickcord Books, 10 
Thomas Drive, Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 
MK16 8TH. 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
‘LONDON SE23 2LS 
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friendliness and sympathy. Then more people 
bought copies. After about 20 minutes, the 
reds redlised that their threats and bluster 
were getting them nowhere but, on the 
contrary, actually attracting customers for the 
BNP. Muttering under their breath, they 
sloped off. 

During the whole proceedings, police 
stood by watching the reds behave threaten- 
ingly but did nothing. What price the law 


about *“threatening behaviour liable to cause. 


a breach of the peace?’ 

This was not an untypical Saturday. Every- 
where around Britain the BNP is setting an 
example to the people of how to stand up to 
red threats and intimidation. Of course, if the 
paper sellers had been Young Tories, the 
moment the first little bit of opposition 
appeared you wouldn’t have seen them for 
dust! 


ASIANS IN CONTROL 
IN DEWSBURY | 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


resulted in a ban on the march and meeting. 
But when BNP activists arrived at their 
rendezvous point at the local railway station 
on mid-day of October 17th they were 
confronted by a massive show of force by 
local police, the chief officer present threat- 
ening them that they would all be arrested if 
they did not immediately disperse and leave 
town. The pretext for this was a threatened 


‘breach of the peace’ but later enquiries . 


established that no organised opposition was 
present in the town whereby any breach of the 
peace might have occurred. 

The police, once again, were carrying out 
the orders of the Asian community. 

We do not believe that the police liked 
doing this, but they are forced to comply with 
the directives of their political masters — and 


| the very senior officers, such as county chief 


constables, are of course willing collaborat- 
ors in this process. | 

The BNP does not intend to be stopped in 
Dewsbury, and activists will be conducting a 
campaign in the town in lower profile in the 
coming weeks. 

This incident does, however, demonstrate 
one thing: in Dewsbury, as in Bradford and 


| other places, ‘ethnic minorities’ have now 


obtained such power that they are able to 
bring pressure to bear to stop law-abiding 
Britons enjoying their rights of free assembly 
and free speech. 

There is, in other words, a take-over. This 
is what happens to the towns and cities of this 
country when the natives are too cowardly 
and complacent to resist. 

The people of Britain have been warned! 


CORRECTION 


in the reprint in our September issue of the 
article ‘Nature versus Nurture in the Soviet 
Union’ first published in ‘NS Bulletin’, the organ 
of the New Order, we inadvertently gave the 
wrong address in our acknowledgements to the 
publishers. The correct address for anyone 
wishing to enquire about the New Order or ‘NS 
Bulletin’ is: PO Box 27486, Milwaukee, 
Wis.53227, U.S.A. 

We apologise to the publishers for this error. 


Printed and published by Albion Press, London SE23 2LS 


